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REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF
DE-9J

MEMORANDUM

DATE: 31 July 1998

FROM: Diane Sharr-w#ﬂ=ﬁforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch
Waste, Pesticides and Toxics Division
TO:bﬁiﬁaﬂ Batka, Water Compliance Branch WC-15J and
David Schulenberqg, Wetlands and Watersheds Branch WW-16J
Water Division

RE: Manistique Paper, Inc. (MPI)
Manistique, MI
RCRA ID. NO.: MID 981 192 628

Than you for meeting with Deborah Garber, James Cha and I today.
Attached are copies of a few of the background materials on MPI
that I have collected over the past few years, primarily from
State reccrd review. Most of the attached pertains to the NEDES
permit and wetlands. Please let me know if you would like to
view any of these additional documents. I will forward a copy
of the Final Report from the RCRA sampling visit to MPT in June
1998, within the next two weeks. Please contact me at 6-6199 if
vou have any questions.

Attachment

cc: Deborah Garber, ORC
James Cha, ORC

w/attachment

Recycled/Recyclable = Recycled Paper (20% Postconsumer)
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L - Permit No._ M1 0003166
MICHIGAN WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION

AUTHORIZATTON TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIOMAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

,\;—;k:%
o :
h: "4

I A

(1

In compiiance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act, as amended, (33 U.3.C. 1251 et seq; the "Act"), and the Michigan Water
Resources Commission Act, as amended, ?Act 245, Pubiic Acts of 1929, as amended,
the "Michiganh Act"),
MANISTIQUE PULP AND PAPER COMPAKY
Division of Field Enterprises, Inc.

{s authorized to dischargs from a facility located at
Manistique Pulp and Paper Company
5. Mackinac Street
Manistique, MI 48854

to recefving water named the Hanistique River

in accordance with effiuent Timitations, monitoring requirements and other
conditions set forth in Parts I and II hereof.

This permit shall become effective on the date of {ssuance and shall be final
in the absence of a request for & hearing filaed within 15 days after receipt thereof.

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at midnight,
_ June 30 y 19.81. In order to receive authorization to discharge beyond the
datd of cxpiration, the permittee shall submit such information and forms as are

required by the Michigan Water Resources Commission no later than 180 days prior 1o
the date of expiration.

This permit is based on the company's applicatfon dated March 29, 1979
and shall supersede any and all Orders of Determination, Stipuiation, or Final Orders
of Determination previously adopted by the Michigan Water Resources Commnission,

Issued this 1st day of Decomber, 1989 , for the Michigan Water Resources
Commission, superseding NPDES Permit No. M1 OO03I06 expiring September 30, 1979 .

| (E;;:;19<€:“L;ﬁ?:jézl (j221441<3béé52n:ma-¢,

Robert'd. Courchaine
Executive Secretary




Permit No. ML 0003166 Page 7_of 9

6. Residual or Sludge Disposal

Selids, sludges, or residuals resuiting from wastewater treatwment shall be
disposed of in accordance with a "Residuals Management Plan®, which shall be sub-
mitted to and receive the approval of the Chief of the Water Quality Division.

Such plan shall document the characteristics of the residuals or sludges
including laboratory analyscs and provide a method for disposal which will not
result in unlawful pollution of the air, surface waters or ground waters of the
state nor create unlawful nuisance conditions.

If the permittee desires to make any substantial changes in the plan, such
Leoposed changes shall be submitted to and approved by the Chief of the Water
Quality Division prior to impiementation.

The disposal of solids, sludges, or residuals shall be in accordanrce with
Act 641, P.A. of 1978, "Solids Waste Management Act.'

7. Special Conditions

"This permit may be nodified, or, alternatively, revoked and reissued, to
comply with any applicable effiluent 1imitation issued pursuani to the order the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia issued on June B, 1976,
in Naturai Resources Defense Council, Inc. et. al. v. Russell L. Train, 8 ERC 2120
(0.D0.C, 1976), 7f the effluent imitations so issued:

(1) 1s different in conditfons or more stiringent than any effluent limitaticn
in the permit; or

{2) controls any poliutant not 1imited in the permit.ﬁ

SEFP 17 'S8 13:83 4 PRGE.BB3



P ML 0003166 , ~Page 9 of g _

“aitional Monitoring by Permittee

I the permittee monitors any pollutant at the locations(s) designated

orein more frequently than required by this permit, using approved analytical
Frothods as specified above, the resuits of such monitoring shall be included

in the calculation and reporting of the values required in tne Monthly Operating

report. Such increased frequency shall alse be indicated.

7. Records Retention

A1l records and information resulting from the monitoring activities
required by this permit including all records of analyses performed and
calibration and maintenance of instrumentaticn and recordings from continuous
monitoring instrumentation shall be retained for a minimum of three (3)
years, or longer if requesied by the Regional Administrator ¢r the Michigan
Water Resources Commission. '

C. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

1. The parm

tee shall continue to operate the instailed facilities to
achieve the i

it
ffivent Timitations specified for outfalls 004, 005, GO5, and 008,
2. The permittee shall comply with the requirements of Section 10, Part II-A
in accordance wWith the following: '

a. Submit plans for approval to the Chief of the tater Quality Division
necessary to comply with the primary power provision of Section 10
in Part Il on or before CN/A

b. The permitiee shall comply with the reguirements of items 10a or 10b
contained in Part Il on or before __Na , .
Notwithstanding the preceding senterce, the permitiee shail at all
times halt, reduce, or otherwise control producticon in order to protect
the waters of the State of Michigan upon the reduction or foss of the
primary source of power.

-

3. The permittee shall achieve compliance with the Residual or 5Sludge Disposal
Requirements of Part I-A on page 7 of 9 in accerdance with the foliowing
scliedule. A1 submittals shall be to the Thicf of the Vater Qualtity Divisien,

¥

a. On or before January 31, 1981  submit and receive approval of
a "Residuals Management Plan.”

b. On or before April 30, 1981 certify in writing that the approved {

"Residuals Manragement Plan” has beern implemented. \?G}
4. No later than 14 calendar days Tollowing a date identified in the above
schedule of compltiance, the permittee shall submit either a report of progress
or, in the case of spacific actions being required by identified dates, a
written notice of compliance or noncompliance. In the latter case, the notice
shall include the cause of noncompliance, any remedial actions taken, and the
probability of meeting the naxt scheduled requirement.



MANISTIQUE FULP AND PAPER COMPANTY
MANISTIQUE, MICHIGAN 49854

TELEPHCOME: (308) 341-2175

Leif Christensen

viee President-Generii Manazger September 30, 1980

Mr. Joe Bal, P.E.

Discrict Engineer

Water Resources Commission

203 State Office Building -
Escaznaba, Michigan 4938289

Dear Joe:

Enclosed is a copy of our Residuals Management Plan.

Although the NPDES Permit has not been issued, Dave Williazms advised
me to submit the enclosed Residual Management Plan te you anyway.

Sincerely,

MANISTIQUE P!’EF} AND PAPER COMPANY
- k4 / . ‘

N
I

N
a
)

Y

LC:blr
Enc.

cc: ‘Jim Cook
Anthony J. Palladinoe, P.E.




233 State O0ffice Building
Escanaba. Michigan 49829
April 22. 1981

Hr. Leif Christensen

Vice President-General Manager
Manistique Pulp and Paner Company
Manistique, MI 49854

Dear Mr. Christensen:

The Residuals Management Plan which your company presented under vour
NPDES permit requirement and which is vour present method of sludae
dispesal is hereby approved on an interim basis.

In order to fully evaluate the impact of vour sludge disposal on the
environment, we will require some ground water samples to be collected
in the vicinity of the sludge disposal site to determine if the sludne

has had any effect on the ground water in the area. 4e will be in
contact with you to outline an acceptable program for this reguirement.

Sincerely,

WATER QUALITY DIVISION

‘Joseph Bal, P.E.
District Engineer

1h

cc: S. Ross



Regional 0ffice
P, 0. Box 190
Harquette, Michigan 43855

October 13, 1681

 Hr, Thomas E. Halvorsen
Rte. 1, Box 1073, H-94
Haﬁistiqua, Ml 49854

RE: ﬁwsposa? Areas, Hiawatha Township
Scﬁaeicraft ﬁﬂuﬂtj

_ Dear Mr. Halvarsen=

This is in reférence te your letter to the Reseurca Recovery Division cencerning
disposa} areas lecated in Hiawatha Township.‘ '

" The d:spnsa? area operateé by ﬁanisthue Pulp and Paper Company is handled by
the water Qual1ty vaisian unée? aﬁ“éxpanded groundwater discharge NPDES permit.

The disp&sa? area eperateé by the City af ﬁan%stxque Tocated approximately ¢ miles
‘north of the City on H-94: The disposal-area is & licensed solid waste disposal
area under Act 647, P.A. of 1978 as amendeé. 3 copy of the act is enclosed for
,'yeur use and refnrence ' s .

A bri&f histary of the facility is as follows: The d1sposal area was developed
~in 1974 under the requirements of Act 87, P.A. of 1965 and rules thereunder

{Act 87 was repealed by Act 641 in 1979). Monitor wells were installed as
indicated on the plans and specifications. During the operation of the disposal
area one well was destroyed and twe others were silted in. The remaining well
was sampled by the City and a copy of the results submitted to our office. Staff
has worked with the City of Hanistique in an effort to repair and/or replace

the non-operating wells. The turn over of city managers has hindered these
~efforts but finally the wells were replaced and are now operating and being
~monitored. The monitor wells are to be sampled quarterly, every three months
- by ‘the City and the results submitted to oup office for review. Cory Labeatories
Inc. has been contracted by the City of Mans stique to do the testing of the
water samples. Staff has received the first‘samplana results of the new wells
and is presently reviewxng them ‘

You stated that the local hea]th officer 1ndicated "he has no say in the matter”,
- this is because the health department did not want to become involved in the
solid waste management program and be certified under the requirements of

Act 641 P.A, of 1978 by the State of. Michigan. _ _




.city of Manistique is presentiy devaloping a solid waste management plan N
a5 ¢ required under Act 641. This plan will hopefully address ndumeet the
needs of Schasicraft Ceuﬁty s solid waste disposal problems.

Hopefully this has answered your questiens as ocutliined in your letter. If
we can be of any furtaer a551stance, please contact our office.

Sincerely,
Earle H. Oisen, R.S.

Region I Supervisor
RESOURCE REC&VER? BIVISION

By: Robert Schmeling 11
Region I Envirommental Engineer

CRS: 11 o
Enclosure

cger T, Hork
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& TOMASDN EULDING
BOX 20028
CAMSING, B 28503

AOMALD C. SKOCG. Tirecer

November 2, 1984

Mr. Leif Christensen,
Przsident and General Manager
Manistique Papers, Inc.

P.0. Box 111

Manistique, Michigan 49854

RE: Manistique Papers, Inc.
NPDES Permit #MI 0003166

Dear Mr. Christensen:

Thank you for taking the time to mezt with Jack Rydquist, Jim Oakwood

and myself on October 10, 1984, as we evaluated the conditions of wastewater
discharge impact on the Manistique River. We recognize the concern

which you have expressed about the visual impact of the existing discharge
as these conditions ars made more accessible through completion of the

~U.8, 2 bridge. The existing discharge represents an unacceptable condition
which we must mutually seek to control.

You have outlined a proposed remedy which would involve the installation
of a diffuser pipe upstream from the existing point of wastewatsr mixing
with the river. We are not aware; howevar, that specific revisw or
permitting actions have been completed to assure that the proposal will
be fully environmentally acceptable. Basic program concerns lie in

the areas of construction within the flood plain of the Manistique River
and related erosion issues, and the relocation of discharge point and
watar quality impact of the process wastewater dischargass govarned by
Natignal Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.

Your plant is currently operating under the terms of NPDES permit #MI
0003166 issusd December 1, 1980, which expired June 30, 1981. Drafting
of a new permit is being undertaken and you are resquested to complate

the enclosed application so that an up—to—date permit can be issuad

by the Michigan Water Resources Commission. The application sheould
include current information on production and water use and should include
your proposal for diffuser dischargzs at the location proposed.



Mr. Christensen -2- November 2, 1984

To spead assessment of the diffuser proposal and authorization for dischargs
via this outlet,; details of the physical structurz and your projections

of diffuser performance should be submitted for review., This should

be sent to the attention of Mr. Jack Rydquist, District Supervisor,

Surface Water Quality Division, Marquette Regional Headquarters, 1990

U.S. &1 South, Marquette, Michigan 49855.

In a similar manner, details of construction will need to be reviewed

by representatives of the Land Resource Programs Division at the Marquette
Office, as they assess the proposal for flood plain construction and
erosion protection. As we suggested, you should discuss details of
necessary permits with Mr. Roger Hack or Mr. Claude Schmitt of the Marquette
Office at (906) 228-6361.

Upon receipt by our Permits Section of your completed NPDES permit
application we will attempt to process the permit as quickly as possible
to assure that an effective control program is completed as rapidly

as possible. Thank you for your cooperation in resclving this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul A. Blakeslee, Chief
Compliance Section #1

Surface Water Quality Division
517-373-4621 )

Enclosure
cc: P. Zugger
J. Rydquist
R. Hack/C. Schmitt
W. McCracken/L. Thomas
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Anthony ]. Palladino

CONSULTING ENGINEER
1315 GRAND AVE. KALAMAZOOQ, MICHIGAN 48007

(616) 3%@ 313 T‘gﬁD

JU 0 R

June 22, 1985

Memc to Leif Christensen: . ’

Leif:

MANISTIQUE PAPERS. INC.
Manistique, Mich. 498540111

In accordance with your request of June 14 I have the follow-

ing comments on the latest version of the NPDES draft permit:

1)

2)

3)

4}

5)
63

Although DNK henored t& request in your letter of Feb. 22 to
Thomas Knueve for increased flow allowance, your other reguests
(elimination of testing for Cd, Cu, and D.O., and increased BOR
and $.8. allowances) wers not honored {(zlthough D.O. limit was
reduced from 4.0 mg/L to 3.0 mg/l). In regard to the latter I
believe that supplemental aeration will be required during hot
weather periods to achieve 3.0 mg/l D.0. when the aeration ladder
is preempted by the proposed pipeline to the river.

The draft permit imposes several specizl conditions (which had
not been included in the Jan. 24 version of the draft permit,
whichwe thought was guite acceptable). The most drastic of
these conditions is on p. 10 cf 14 dinvolving the program Zfor
residuals {sludge) management. This has long range implications,
and could involve considerable cost. We might request that this
be excluded from the permit, however, the chances cf this being
removed are slim.

Regarding, the GC/MS Scan requirement on p. 8 and 9 of 14 EPR regs
have exeﬂ%ed Deink Mills from testing for Pesticides, therefore
we should reguest removal of this portion of the GC/MS Test.

The schedule of compliance for Special Condition-Elimination of
Unnatural Turbidity requires that the pipeline to the river be
installed this summer cr fall., If this timetable cannot be met
we should reguest schedule modification.

The cther special conditions, althcugh cumbersome, can be met.

Regarding the "mixing zone" (last page) for toxic pollutants,

it would be beneficial if this were changed to 50% or 100% of

the design flow of the river. This would, in effect, increase
the allowable discharge limits for these pollutants.

Although the DNR may not be willing to change any of the
conditions discussed above, I believe the points should be raised
with them.

I appreciate the opportunity for review,

With Dbest wishes,



Harquette, Ml -
December 4, 1385
TO: Tim MeGarry
Hazardous Waste Division

FROM: Steve Casey
Surface Water Quality Division

SUBJECT: Hanistique Papers De~inking Wastes

At your request, | have reviewed the Surface Water Quality Division files
from 1550-19735. The following is a brief history of the treatment of

de-inking wastewater at the mill. | bave attached relevant material from
our files. The method of disposal of de-inking sludges is not clearly
described in cur files. | suggest that you ask Earle Olsen, Ground Water

Juality Division, or the local health department to review their files on
this subject if you need additional infermation.

The mill began de-inking waste paper in 195%. Two treatment ponds for the
de-inking wastewater were installed in approximately 1566-51. There are
no maps in our files showing the location of these lagoons. Hention is
made of sludge being removed from these lagoons in 13&1, but there is no
discussion of where it went. in August 1967 the mill blocked off an unused
slip along the Hanistique River and began using it to settle their de~inking
wastewater. In 1369 the slip was deepened and the berms were ralsed in
response to Michigan Department of Hatural Rescurces pressure to improve
waste treatment. In 1973 a primary clarifier and an air floatation unit
were completed. These improvements included sludge dewatering equipment.

| find no mention of where the dewatered sludge was disposed.

An August 1973 point source study shows this waste treatment system. The
final discharge is to the river via the slip used previously for waste
treatment. A sludge pond was in use at this time and was located just souih
of the clarifler along the river bank. 1In this and all subsequent studies,
PCB's were non-detectable in the mill's discharge. In August 1975 the
company obtained a permit from Land Resource Programs Division to construct
a pipeline across the 'de-ink slip'. In February 1976 Joe Bal recommended
that the sludge lagoon be cleaned or hackfilled and stabilized to prevent

sludge from leaching to the river. By July 1977 the secondary treatment
system was completed.

i am looking forward to reéeiving a copy of the results from our October
sampling. [f you have any questions, please call me.

5C:dmk

cc: Earle Olsen
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Section A: Nanonal Data System Coding
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Section B! Faciity Data
Name 8na Lzcatioh of racwmly inspscieq Er(:jtry Tnme@ AM D o Peraul Bitecuive Dara
Manistique Paper Company 10:30 9/85
P.0O. Box 309 Exit Times Oate Permut Expiration Cate
2:00 p.m. 9/90
Manistigque, MI A493%54-01711
Nameisi ot On-Site Represeniativels) Titlels) Pnone Nots) .
Jim Cook ' Superintendent (906) 341-2175
) i
_ 2
MOME, ASTIE53 81 Aespons.pia O1hicial Title
Leif Christensen President
Phone Ng. Cantacics
(906) 341-2175 vas ] No

Ssction C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection

(S = Sansfactery, M = Marginal, U = Unsatisfactory, N = Not Evaluated)

S | Permn S | Flow Measuremem Preireatment i S Crerations & Mairtenanca
I -
| Recordss/Reports | S | Laboratery S | Compliance Schedules | S-1 Sivdge Dispasal
§ t Facihty Site Raview S Effluent/Receiving Wa:ers S t Seif-Mgcnitoring Program ! Other:

Section O: Summary of Findings/Comments rArtach agaitional sheers if necassary)

The -purpose of the inspection was to 1) meet with the USEPA ins
L) exgmine the site of the sewer break.
Phil Gerhig, USEPA had Jjust completed his inspection at my arri

was in good order. The river banks had been stabilized per our
alders had been cut down during the process of placing the ston

pector; 2} inspect the river -

bank stabilization project; 3) examine the 10/85 soil samples with Leif (for sludge content);

val. He reported that all
directions. All the tag
e. The effluent plume was

larger than normal--approximately 50'x300"'.

Leif, Jdim and I looked at the 10/85 soil

samples.

With two possible exceptions,

all samples had been properly characterized.

One

sample characterized as sludge had about 40% sludge.

Another sample not characterized as

studge also contained about 40% sludge:

‘Leif does not feel that the absence of fiber.in

these sludges necesarily indicates that they came from the de-i
the fiber may have decayed over time.

Jim showed me the site of the sewer Tine break. As a result of
vacuum pump seal water now is routed to the treatment system.

nk process. He feels that

the break and repairs, the
Jim will have this corrected

Name(s) and Signatureys; of Inspeqtornts)

Ageney/Qlficas/Teleshchne Rat=
Steve [asey MDNR/Marquette/906-228-6561 X 7/3/86
e
$/)4?;,~”’””HH
Signafure of Acviawer & Agancy/Qihce Cate

Reqularory Qttice Usa Qaly

nianen

Dute
None needed.,

Camonance S13tus

rNoncomphance

Caman

EPA Form 3560-3 (Rev. 3.85] Prewvigus ecihons are oRSQIets

ance



Manistique Paper Company .
Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
July 3, 1986

after the rebuild is complete. The rebuild is now scheduled for August.
Finally, Jim and I inspected the iandfill. The Tandfill appears to be well

operated. The surrounding land appears to be low--this may pose a problem for
expansion under Act 641.
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MECHIGA!thHARTMENT OF NATURAL ..c>OURCES

INTERQFFICE COMMUNICATION

June 17, 1986

TO: File-Manistigue River Slips, Schoolcraft County
Manistique Pulp:and- Paper Co. Dump, Schoolecraft County

FROM: Dianne Roycraft, Site Assessment Unitc, R.A.S5., GQD

SUBJECT: Act 307 Listings

The Manistique River Slips have been identified as a site of

environmental contamination and have been included in the Act 307

priority lists since the program's inception due to the known PCB
contamination cof fish and sediments within the Manistique River

immediately downstream of old U.S. 2 in Manistigue. Staff's review of
Department files confirms the presence of PCB's within old paper product
sludges on Manistique Papers, Inc. property. Staff of our Hazardous Waste
Division discovered extremely high levels of PCB's within soils and sludges
during sampling at Manistique Papers, Inc. in October 1985, later confirmed
by staff of the Surface Water Quality Division in May 1986. During the
latter sampling, Jim Cock of Manistique Papers, Inc. split samples obtained
from the sludges on their property.

The area highly centaminated with PCB's (the former de-inking lagoon)

has been observed to be eroding from Manistique Papers, Inc. property

into the Manistique River. Therefore, we feel it is appropriate to identify
paper products as a source of environmental contamination in the

Manistique River. :

The sludge dredged from the papermill's former de-inking lagoon and primary
treatment area during the 1970's was hauled to their dump in Hiawatha
Township, identified as Manistique Pulp and Paper Dump in the Act 307
priority list. 1In view of the high levels of PCB's within the old paper
mill sludges at the paper mill, the fact that sludges prior to.the

1970's were takem to this dump, and the following concerns raised by

our cwn staff as well as the Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft District

Health Department, I support of this dump remaining on the Act 307 pricrity
list.

Wetlands are located on the north and east sections of the property used
for disposal of sludges by Manistique Papers, Inc. The Manistique River
borders the dump on the east. The Indian River, less than % mile south
of the dump, is utilized by the City of Manistique for their municipal
water supply. Local subsurface conditions at the dump are conducive to
the transportation of contaminants through soils into groundwater and
nearby surface waters. Staff inspections have indicated the disposal of
several barrels of unknown contents at the dump actively used by
Manigstique Papers, Inc. which is currently permitted solely for disposal
of papermill sludges free of PCB's. Pending receipt of this company’s
hydrogeologic study as required by Act 641, the Manistique Pulp and Paper
Dump will continue to be listed as a site of envirommental contamination,
per Act 307.

1
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION YV
9g JUL 1386
DATE:

SUBJECT:  Compliance Evaluation Inspection - Manistique Papers, Inc., Manistique,
MI B18545

FROM:  philip E. Gehring, Environmental Scientistj%
THRU: A.R. Winklhofer, Chief, EDO g i '4ﬂ '

To: Compliance Tracking Unit, 5WQE

ATTN: Arnold Leder

In response to your vrequest a Compliance Evaluation Inspection was
performed at the subject facility July 1, 1986. The purpose of the
inspection was to conduct a yeneral NPDES compiiance inspection,

This facility makes specialty papers using only recycled raw materials,
The raw materials are purchased presorted to meet required specifications.
This allows the requirement of a minimum deinking of the pulp produced.
Mr. James Cook, Waste Treatment Supervisor, provided a tour of the waste
treatment system. Waste streams are separated into two primary
clarifiers. One clarifier receives waste water from the paper machines
and general mill wastewater, the other clarifier receives wastewater from
the pulp and deinking processes. Both waste streams have polymer added
and the pulp and deinking wastes also pass through a mixing or floc tank
prior to the oprimary clarifier. The effluents of the two primary
clarifiers are combined and transferred to a 180' dia. aeration basin
equipped with seven, 360Hp aerators. After about a 10 hour detention
time the, waste water passes through secondary clarification. Waste
watersidischarged through a 43" rectangular weir to the Manistique River
through outfall 006. Since this permit became effective the site of
outfall 006 has been relocated. The relocation was from a backwater

area to a point upstream and in the main flow of the river. This allows
for a quicker mixing of the effluent which reduced the nuisance factor
of discoloration.

On the day of the inspection the treatment system was operating under
normal conditions and production levels. Some discoloration was noted in
the discharge of treated process waste water, outfall 006. This
discoloration quickly dissipated downstream of the discharge. No foam or
floating debris was noted. Other outfalls listed in the permit are
outfalls 004 & 005. Outfall 004 is non-contact cooling water which
discharges to the Manistique River through a 12" rectangular weir with
end contractions. This discharge was clear and free of visible flecating
debris or oil. Outfall 005 would be the process waste discharge when
secondary treatment was not operating. No flow was observed from outfall
005 at the time of this inspection.

EPA FORM 1320-8 (REV. 3-76)
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The purpose of this visit was to inspect erosion centrol measures along the river, discuss the:
report submitted by Bittner Engineering, and collect soil samples near Edison Soo for PCB's.
When /I arrived, Leif gave me a company newsletter discussing PCB and the mill, asking for
comments. He provided copies for Frank Opolka and Jack Rydquist. Jim, Dennis, and I discussed
the report on PCB contamination at the mill which Dennis submitted last spring. I said a "
comment letter is coming asking.for additionmal details. We then walked the stabilized bank.
The river level is down one or more feet from last year. The rip-rap appears to be doing an
effective job of preventing erosion. The effluent plume was smaller than usual, about 20 feet
in diameter. We then sampled in the wvicinity of Edison Sault Electrie’s substation. Eight
samples were taken using a hand auger. Dennis also obtained eight "split samples". No

attempt was made to homoginize the samples. N insing of the auger was practiced between
samples. This technique is adequate for szfijgé;é the site to see if PCB is present. Where

0il was obvious\;i\fhg\i;i: surface, extral surfdce z0ild was placed in the sample jars.
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MICHIGAN 1. PARTMENT OF NATURAL RE (URCES

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATIGON

Marquette, Michigan
Cctober 7, 1987

TO: Roger Hack, Regional Superviscr
Land and Water Management Division

FROM: Steve Casey
Surface Water Quality Division

SUBJECT: Manistique Papers Solid Waste Site

Manistique Papers, Inc. currently operates a solid waste disposal site
for sludge generated in the wastewater treatment plant. This site was
approved by the local health department in the eariy 1970's and has been
in use ever since. It is my understanding that the areal extent of the
landfill is not now being expanded. All £ill is being placed on existing
fill. The company is in the process of obtaining an Act 641 license from
the Waste Management Division.

The sludge currently being disposed is an impervious mixture of clay and
fiber. Vegetation is now growing on inactive areas cof fill.

I suggest that you contact Jim Cock at 341-2175 1f you wish to view the
area.

SC:dmk
e
. -
c: J. Rydquist ™
R. Schmeling
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TO:

FROM:

MICH. N DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RES(C (CES

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

Marquette, Michigan
April 26, 1988

Robert Schmeling II, Regional Supervisor
WMD

- g / 7
Carl Smith, Geologist, WMD W//ﬁ}f’{%

SUBJECT: MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.

HYDROGECLOGICAL STUDY REPORT SUMMARY
T42N, R16W, SEC. 36, C, D, AND SEC. 36, D, C

Based on the results presented in the hydregeological study,
I would be willing to agree that the ultimate fate of any
contaminants traveling in the groundwater from the site
will, in time, vent to the Manistique River to the
northeast.

According to the groundwater contour map, providad with the
hydrogeological study, groundwater does flow into and
conversely out of the landfill area. It does appear,
however, to have a tendency to be somewhat deflected by the
fill material which is in the water table.

Badrock is very close to the surface in this area. The
haedrock itself is the Burnt Bluff formation, a series of
limestona and dolomite lavers with some fracturing in its
upper sections. This formation qualifies as a useable
aquifer.

Land disposal of solid waste is not regulated by NPDES
permits. This activity fits the description of sclid waste
disposal and, therefore, is regulated by Act %541, P.A. of
1978. Specifically, Rule R299.4306(2) stipulates that "all
requirements for the protection of surface and groundwater
contained in Act 245 and rules promulgated thereunder shall
be met."” Rule R323.2206 of Act 245 states "A person shall
not discharge into the groundwaters any substance that is,
oY may become, injurious to the public health, safety, or
welfare, or to the domestic, commercial, industrial, agri-
cultural, recreational, or other uses which are heing or may
pbe made of the groundwaters. Discharges into groundwaters
of the state are regulated by permits issued in accordance
with sections 7(1) and 8(h} of the act." As outlined in the
hydrogeological study, the monitoring system currently in
place is showing a pronounced degree of degradation to the
groundwater downgradient of the fill area.

In light of the strict non-degradation requirements set forth in
Act 245, it would be highly unlikely that the Water Resources

o tege



STATE OF MICHIGAN

i -
NATURAL RESOUACES COMMISSION ‘5'\&'\'3'
THOMAS J. ANDEASON ' ; h’]J)
MARLENE J. FLUHARTY aseed ]
KERHY KAMMER : nstr”
STEWART MYERS
D O OLSON JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governcr

AOND POUPORE

A 1026-1
588

DERPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DAVID F. HALES, Owector

Regional Office
1990 U.S. 41 South
Marquette, MI 45855-9131

January 17, 1989

Mr. Leif Christensen

President and General Manager
Manistique Papers, Inc.

P.0. Box 309 . )

Manistique; Michigan 49854-0111

Dear Leif:

I am writing regarding the regulation of your sludge
disposal facility under your NPDES permit.

Over the past four years we have discussed our intention to
regulate this facility under Act 641, rather than your NPDES
discharge permit. It is our intention tc accomplish this
when your NPDES permit is reissued (schaduled for July,
1990). At that time, we will discontinue "licensing" your
landfill under the NPDES permit, therefore, requiring that
it be licensed under Act &4l.

Please contact Rob Schmeling of our ‘Vaste Management
Division if you need additional information on the licensing
options available to you.

If you have any other questions, please con%tact me.

Sincgrely,

Steve Casey,

Environmental Engineer

Surface Water Quality Divisiaon
$06-228-6561

dmk
: Jim Cook

Frank Opolka

Rob Schmelirg

be: Gary Boersen
Jack Rydquist/File
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LAW QFFICES
HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN

2250 FIRST NATIONAL BUILDING MICHIGAN NATIONAL TOWER
SUITE 1400

DETROIT, MICHIGAN 4B226-3583 LANSING, MICHIGAN 48933.707

TELEPHONE (S17) aB4-8282
TELECORIER (213} 962-0176
-JSEPK M. POLITO TELEX 235705
DIRECT DIAL NUMBER 1655 PALM EE;EEEL;';%S BOULEVARD
(312) 256 .- 7532 WEST PALM BEACH, FLORIDA 334012208

TELEFPHONE (407 683 2400

el sl W T W ) g
EVEI‘J‘EL} BRI 4 ;7 ?Jgg ONE HARE
e OUR PLACE -SUITE 35
Fet)ruar‘y 15, 1989 777 SOUTH HARBOUR ISLAND BOULEVARD
TAMPA, FLORIDA 336025701
TELEPHONE (813 221-6600

2250 GLADES ROAD
BOCA RATOM, FLORIDA 3342317289
TELEPHONE (407) 385-7505

Mr. David M. Dennis

Assistant Deputy Director

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
1990 U.S. 41 South

Marquette, Michigan 49855

Re: Manistique Papers, Inc. Residuals Management Area

Dear Mr. Dennis:

This letter will confirm the matters discussed in our conference call of
February 7, 1989 regarding the above matter. Robert Schmeling, II and Jack
Rydquist of the Michigan Department of Natural Resources ("MDNR"), Dennis
Bittner of Bittner Engineering, Inc., Leif Christensen and Jim Cook of
Manistique Papers, Inc. ("Manistique Papers") and Robert A. Hykan of my
office also participated in the call.

At the beginnng of the call, you confirmed that Manistique Papers may
continue to operate the Residuals Management Area ("RMA") under the
authority of Manistique Papers' existing National Pollutant Discharge wf°
Elimination System ("NPDES") permit until that permit expires. MDNR's '~ .-
current position is that once the NPDES permit expires, MDNR will seek to
regulate the RMA under the Michigan Solid MWaste Management Act, 1978 P.A.

641, M.C.L.A. §§ 299.401 et seq. ("Act 641™).

o

I appreciate your acknowledging fthat Manistique Papers may continue to
operate the RMA pursuant to its NPDES permit. Two additional points should
be noted regarding this issue. First, I set oui Manistique Papers’ position
on the Act 641 issue in a letter to Frank Opolka dated September 15, 1988,
in which I presented several questions to MDNR and stated specifically that
the 1letter "is not and should not be construed to be a request for a
declaratory ruling." Steve Casey of MDNR then: sent a letter to Mr.
Christensen dated January 17, 1989 which set out MNDR's position regarding
the status of the RMA under Act 641. I would again stress that Manistique
Papers has not requested a declaratory ruling from MDNR on this subject and
does not consider Mr. Casey's letter to constitute such a ruling under
Section 63 of the Michigan Administrative Procedures Act ("MAPA"), M.C.L.A.
§ 24.263. See Michigan Natural Resources Commission Rule 95, Michigan



HOoNIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN

Mr. David M. Dennis
February 15, 1989
Page 2

Administrative Code R299.3095 (MDNR declaratory ruling issued only in
response fo formal request for such a ruling submitted on MDNR form);

Greenbriar v. Convalescent Center, Inc., 108 Mich. App. 553, 310 N.W.2d 812 -

(1981) (expression of agency's opinion in a letter is not a declaratory
ruling where no formal request for such a ruling has been made).

Also, please be advised that under MAPA, Manistique Papers is entifled
to operate the RMA pursuant to the NPDES permit until the last day on which
Manistique Papers may apply for judicial review of MDNR's decision regarding
reissuance of that permit or any later date fixed by order of a court
reviewing that decision. M.C.L.A. § 24.291(2).

Following up on one of the questions posed in my September 15th letter
to Mr. Opolka regarding this subject, Mr. Schmeling stated that MDNR had
conciuded that the residuals at the RMA do not appear to be inert, but may
qualify as a Type III material. In response to a question about the
criteria for determining whether a material is inert, you stated that MDNR
does not apply any specific numerical standards, but rather evaluates the
constituents of a material, and the risks the material presents at a given
site, on a case-by-case basis. Mr. Schmeling further indicated that for
MDNR to complete its determination, MDNR wanted: (i) a 1ist of ingredients
used in Manistique Papers' process; (ii) analyses of the sludge for total
metals, PCBs and EP toxicity; and (iii) a 1ist of test methods and quality
assurance/quality control procedures used in testing the sltudge.

In my September 15 letter to Mr. Opolka, I also stated that it was my
understanding that existing sludge deposits have been utilized in computing
the four foot vertical isolation distance at disposal areas operated by

Georgia-Pacific and Allied Paper in the Kalamazoo area. Mr. Schmeling /
stated that he had been unable to obtain any information on this point. You

agreed that you would contact Rich Sadowski of MDNR's Plainwell office about
this matter and get back to me with a response.

We also discussed the possibility of Manistique Papers obtaining a
variance under Act 641 Rule 108(6) from the four foot vertical isolation
distance requirement. Leif Christensen and I pointed out that Manistique
Papers has a vital interest in continuing to operate the RMA, and that the
huge expense of engineering and designing a new disposal site would likely
make it impossible for the mill to continue to operate. You replied that
MDNR's objective is not to put companies out of business, but rather to
protect the environment, and that you could not comment any more
specifically on the possibility of a variance without having additional
technical information about the site and a demonstration by Manistigue
Papers as to the basis for the variance. You also suggested that we explore
the technical issues during the remaining 1 1/2 years until the NPDES permit
expires in July, 1990.

Following up on the final point from my September 15 letter to Mr.
Opolka, you stated that under Act 641 the RMA would be considered an

T



HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN

Mr. David M. Dennis
February 15, 1989
Page 3

existing facility, rather than a new facility, and that Manistique Papers
would not have to obtain a construction permit, but would only need an
operating license, for the RMA,

We closed our conversation by setting a meeting on this matter for March
10, 1989 at 11:00 a.m. in MDNR's Marquette Regional Office. I stated during
our conversation, and wish to reiterate here, that by entering into further
discussions about this matter, Manistique Papers does not waive any of its
procedural rights nor any substantive argument it may wish to raise as to
whether the RMA is subject to Act 641, whether the RMA materials are inert,
whether existing sludge deposits may be considered in calculating the four
foot vertical isolation distance, or as to any other issue related fto this
matter. Notwithstanding Manistique Papers' intention to preserve its
procedural rights and substantive arguments, Manistique Papers plans to make
every effort practicable to resolve this matter with MDNR on a mutually
satisfactory basis. I thought our conversation was very constructive, and I
especially appreciated your expression of interest in and suggestion for
resolving the technical issues presented by this matter. I loock forward to
seeing you on March 10th.

Sinc?rely,
N /"

i flf-_’/’/
iz
K
s

Joseph M. Polito
IMP/1yc '
cc: Mr. Leif Christensen

Mr. Robert Schmeling, II

Mr. Dennis B. Bittner, P.E.

C1475x
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Section O: Summary ol Fingings/Comments tArtach accumional sheets of Recessary)

The purpose of this inspection was to evaluate the mill's sludge handling and disposal
capabilities. This has been the bottleneck in plant performance on égveral occasions. The
following projects are underway or have been recently completed:

1. An additional sludge press was installed approximately one yedr ago. -
2. New piping at the primary clarifiers allows some sludge to get to the press if the
transfer pump fails.
3. A second transfer pump is on order and will be installed upon receipt.
4. A conveyor system with.the capability of loading two trucks simultanecusly should be
operated this month. This will add 3-4:hours of loading time per day.
3
Duplicate sludge .pumps are zlready available at the secondary clarifier.

The landfill appears to be in order. | Sludge removed from the 005 outfall was visible as a delta

at the base of the active faer, It is available to be sampled if nmecessary. This maintenance

hemels) and Signatureats) of Inspectons) Agency/Otlice/Telephone Date

Steve Casey, Jack Rydquist, Ron RJisanén MDNR/Marquette/906-228-6561 4-10-89

Slgﬂalufl ol Rg

-

N Agency/Qilce . Date
o Y-13-§7

: _ 7 Aequisiory Otlice Use Only
~Cl.CN tdayn L

Dute Compnangg Sldles

None needed.

4-10-89 *lgncamplidnce

Campianee
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NPDES Ceompliance Inspection Report
Manistique Papers, Inc.
Page 2

Summary of Findings/Comments continued:

dredging did not appear to have been extensive enough to have removed old "PCB"
sludges.

Jim does not feel that he has any altermative for cleaning his secondary treatment

system other than placing it into the pond alongside 005 and allowing the overflow
to go out 005.

Saveall solids are currently being directed to the sewers to improve sheet brightness.

A vacuum pump separator was plugged, so that water was being diverted to the process
Sewer.

The bank stabilization near 005 (to prevent erosion of PCB contaminated soils) was

still in good shape. A slight cave-in caused by last fall's dredging operation did
not cause any soil to enter the river.



No N/A 8.
Yes NoGﬁZi)

Yes Wo N/A

10.

11.

@@N/A 12.

Flow is measured at proper locations.
a. Infliluent flow is measured before all return lines.
b. Effluent flow is measured after all return lines.

For municipality: Population currently served .
For industry: Number of employees currently working IRZ .

Water supply, wasiewater treatment - 1ist any changes from
most recent inspection amd CSI.

W&’L\ Treehra X C/m.élﬁzx /ns‘f@@ﬁ(j

Manufaecturing operations which contribute wastewater
(Industrial inspection only) - list any changes from most
recent inspection.

Any citizen complaints or PEAS reports received since last
inspection? If yes, list date and nature of complaint.
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PERMIT NO. MICO03166
49 O

ot

MICHIGAN WATER RESQURCES COMMISSION bﬁj?
AUTHORIZATTON TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE é” 3
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM : @%‘“ T

\ﬁ*.
In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as :
amended, (33 U.S5.C. 1251 et seq; the "Act”), and the Michigan Water Resources

Cormission Act, as amended, (Act 245, Public Acts of 1929, as amended, the "Michigan
Aet™), .

Manistique Papers, Inc.,
453 South Mackinac Street
Manistique, Michigan 49854

is authorized te discharge from a facility located at

453 South Mackinac Street
Manistique, Michigan 49854

designated as Manistique Papers Inc

to the receiving water named the Manistique River in accordance with effluent
limitations; monitoring requirements and other conditioms set forth in this permit.

This permit takes effect on January 1, 1991. Any person who feels aggrieved by this
permit may file a sworn petition with the Executive Secretary of the Michigan Water
Resources Commission, setting forth the conditions of the permit which are-being
challenged and specifying the grounds for the challenge. The Commission may reject
any petition filed more than 60 days after issuance as being untimely. Upon
granting of a contested case to the applicant, the Commission shall review the
permit to determine which contested term shall be stayed until the Commission takes
its final action. If a contested condition is a requirement placed om wastewater
covered by a new or increased discharge authorization, such increased discharge
authorization shall be stayed until the Commission takes final action. All other
conditions of the permit remain in full effect. If the contested condition is a
modification of a previous permit condition and the Commission determimes the
contested condition shall be stayed, then such previous condition remains in effect
until the Commission takes final action. During the course of any administrative
proceeding brought by a person other than the applicant, the conditions of this
permit will remain in effect, unless the Commission determines otherwise.

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at midnight

October 1, 1995. 1In order to receive authorization to discharge beyond the date of

expiration, the permittee shall submit such information and forms as are required by
the Michigan Water Resources Commission to the Permits Section of the Surface Water

Quality Division ne later than 180 days prior to the date of expiration.

This permit is based on an application submitted on January 29, 1990, Oun its

effective date this permit shall supersede NPDES Permit No. MI0003166, expiring
July 31, 1890.

Issued this 20th day of September, 1990, by the Michigan Water Resources

Commission, ‘g:
/ "A—-—"_\.__—-—

Paul D. ’Zu
Executive retary

-



PERMIT NG. MI0003166 Page 2 of 17

PART I
A, EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

1. Final Effluent Limitations, Qutfall 004

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting
until the expiration date of this permit, the permittee is authorized to
discharge up to three million (3,000,000) gallons per day of noncontact cooling
water and vacuum pump seal water to the Manistique River from cutfall 004,

Such discharge shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified
below:

Discha:ﬁg Limitations

1lbs/day Other Limitations Monitoring Requirements
Effluent Monthly Daily Monthly Daily Measurement Sample
Characteristic Average Maximum  Average Maximum Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (report) (report) - - Daily Report Total
Daily Flow
BOD5 (mg/1) — e {report) (report) Daily Grab Composite®
Total Suspended
Solids (mg/l) —— - (report) (report) Daily Grab Composite®
Temperature (°F) - - (report) (report) Weekly Reading
Outfall Observation - - —— - Daily Visual

*Grab composite samples shall consist of three grab samples, spaced equally during a
24-hour period. '

a. The receiving stream shall contain no unnatural turbidity, cclor, oil film,

floating solids, foams, settleable solids, or deposits as a result of this
discharge. ‘

b. Samples, measurements, and observations taken in compliance with the monitoring
requirements above shall be taken prior to discharge to the Manistique River,

C. Any unusual characteristics of the discharge (i.e., unnatural turbidity, color,
o0il film, floating solids, foams, settleable solids, or deposits) shall be reported
immediately to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality
Division followed with a written report within 5 days detailing the findings of the
investigation and the steps taken to correct the condition.

d. In the event the permittee shall require the discharge of water treatment
additives, the permittee shall notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the
Surface Water Quality Division. The permittee shall obtain written approval fromw
the Marquette District Supervisor to discharge such additives at a specified level.
The permit may be modified in accordance with the requirements of Part IL.B.4. 1f a
constituent of the additive or additives requires limiting.

e. The term noncontact cooling water shall meam water used for cooling which does
not come into direct contact with any raw material, intermediate product,
by-product, waste product, or finished product.
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PART T

Section A.
2. Final Effluent Limitations, Outfall 006

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting
until the expiration date of this permit, the permittee is authorized to
discharge up to five million (5,000,000) gallons per day of secondary treated
process wastewater tc the Manistique River from outfall 006. Such discharge
shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Dischargg Limitations

ibs/day Other Limitations
Monitoring Requirements
Effluent Monthly Daily Monthly Daily Measurement  Sample
Characteristic Average Maximum Average Maximum Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (report) (report) - _ e Daily Report Total
Daily Flow

BOD, (mg/1). - —— (report) (report) Daily 24-Hr. Comp.
Total Suspended
Solids (mg/1) - — (report) (report) Daily 24-Hr. Comp.
Phosphorus, Total (as P) - - 1.0 mg/l - Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.
Zinc, Total .

-1/1/91 to 9/30/92 -~ - - (report) Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.

10/1/92 to expiration - - —_ 225 ug/1 Weekly 24~Hr. Comp.
Silver, Total

1/1/91 to 9/30/92 (report) - (report) (report) Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.

10/1/92 to expiration 0.75 —— 18 ug/l 20 ug/l Weekly 24-Hy. Comp.
Copper, Total

1/1/91 to 9/30/92 - - e (report) Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.

10/1/92 to expiration —— e —— 43 ug/l Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.
Lead, Total (See Part 1.A.2.4.)

Intake (report) Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.

Discharge {report) Weekly 24-Hr. Comp.
Outfall Observation - - - - Daily Visual

Daily Daily
Minimum Maximum

pH (Standard Units) 5.5 9.0 Daily Grab
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a. The receiving stream shall contain no unnatural turbidity, color; oil fiim,
floating solids, foams, settleable solids, or deposits in quantities which are or
may become injurious to any designated use as a vesult of this discharge.

b. Samples, measurements, and observations taken in compliance with the monitoring
requirements above shall be taken prior to discharge to the Manistique River.

¢. Any unusual characteristics of the discharge (i.e., unmatural turbidity, color,
0il film, floating solids, foams, settleable solids, or deposits which would net be
expected from the discharges previously specified) shall be reported Immediately to
the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division followed
with a written report within 5 days detailing the findimgs of the investigation and
the steps taken to correct the conditiom.

d. Demonstrations: On or before October 1, 1992, the permittee shall submit the

following to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality
Division:

i. A demonstration as to whether there is a statistically significant net
discharge of lead from outfall 006, '"Net discharge” means an increase in lead
concentration from the plant water supply intake to the wastewater discharge. To
determine whether this requirement is met, the following procedures shall be
followed:

a) Samples are to be analyzed for lead using an EPA approved method
with a detection level of one ug/l or less.

b) The net discharge of lead shall be calculated using the weekly
analytical results for lead concentration in the intzke and discharge
required by Part I1.A.2. of this permit.

c) The following general procedure shall be followed to determine whether
there 1s a statistically significant net discharge of lead: The means of

the concentrations of lead in the intake and the discharge waters shall be
compared using the Student-t test or the Wilcoxon rank sum test. A
statistically significant net discharge shall not be considered to exist
unless the test applied by the permittee indicates, at the 95 percent
confidence interval, that the mean concentration of lead in the discharge
exceeds the mean comncentration of lead in the intake. A detailed statistical
procedure for this determination shall be submitted for approval to the Chief
of the Surface Water Quality Division on or before February 1, 1991.

ii. A demonstration, by certification from suppliers or other methods, that
lead is not contained in any material used in the process or which could
otherwilse contribute lead to the wastewater discharge.

iii. The content of critical materials or priority pollutants, other than lead,
in all materials added to the furnish during paper manufacturing such as dyes,
pigments, brighteners, sizing agents, fillers, coatings, defoamers, etc.

Certification of product content by the supplier of the materials may be used for
this purpose.

Based on the zbove demonstrations, this permit may be modified in accordance

with Part I1.B.4 to establish additional permit requirements necessary to protect
receiving waters, consistent with the Michigan Water Quality Standards.
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PART T

Section A.
3. Final Effluent Limitations, Qutfalls 004, 005 and 006

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting
until the expiration date of this permit, the permittee is auvthorized to
discharge up to eight million (8,000,000) gallons per day of treated process
wastewater, noncontact cooling water, and vacuum pump seal water to the
Manistique River from outfalls 004, 005, and 006. Such discharge shall be
limited and wmonitored by the permittee as specified below:

Digcharge Limitations

1bs/day Other Limitatioms Monitoring Requirements
Effiuvent Monthly Daily Monthly Daily Measurement  Sample
Characteristic * Average Maximum Average Maximum Frequency Type
BOD 4,644 8,941 — — Daily Summation
: of totals
Total Suspended 6,397 11,881 = - Daily Summation
Solids : : of totals

4, Special Condition - Discharge from Outfall 005.

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting until
the expiration date of this permit, the permittee is authorized to discharge uvp to
five million (5,000,000) gallons per day of primary treated process wastewater to
the Manistique River from outfall 005. Such discharge shall occur only during
periods when the activated sludge system or secondary clarifier are out of service.
Effluent limitations as set forth for outfall 006, Part T.A.2, will apply in ail
instances. Monitoring shall be daily during periods of discharge. In the event
outfall 005 is used for discharge, the Marquette District O0ffice of the Surface
Water Quality Division shall be notified immediately by telephone.
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PART 1

Section A.

5. Special Condition - Short Term Waste Characterization Study

As a condition of this permit, the permittee shall monltor the discharge from
outfall(s) 006 for the comstituents, at the frequency, and for the duration
specified below. This monitoring is designed to determine whether these
constituents are discharged in significant quantities. The results of the analysis
of such monitoring shall be submitted to the Marquette District Superviscr of the
Surface Water Quality Division in accordance with Part I1.C.2, Schedule of
Compliance. If, upon review of the analysis, it is determined that any of ths
materials or constituents require limiting to protect the receiving waters in
accordance with applicable water quality standards, the permit may then be modified

after public notice and Commission approval of the recommended permit modification
in accordance with Part II.B.4.

CONSTITUENT SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLE FREQUENCY SAMPLE DURATION

Cadmium 24-Hr. Composite Weekly Six Weeks

Note: Samples are to be analyzed using an EPA approved method with a detection
limit of 0.2 ug/1.

6, Special Condition - Acute Toxicity Testing

Rule 82 of the Michigan Water Quality Standards requires, in part, that 1.0 acute
toxic unit (TU,)} not be exceeded at any point in the receiving waters inhabited by
aquatic life. ""Acute toxic unit" is defined as the reciprocal of the test
concentration that causes the acute effect by the end of the exposure period.

a. On or before February 1, 1991, the permittee shall submit a biomonitoring plan
outlining specific testing and reporting procedures to the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division for approval. The plan shall
include four acute toxicity tests omn two test species using effluent from outfall
006. The toxicity tests shall be conducted once every 2 months after approval of
the biomonitoring plan. Test species shall include fathead minnow and Daphnia magna
(alternate test species may be used upon approval of the Marquette District
Supervisor). Testing and reporting procedures shall follow procedures contained in
EPA/600/4-85/013, "Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity of Effluents to
Freshwater and Marine Species”.

b. The permittee shall implement the biomenitoring plan within 60 days after
approval of the Marquette District Supervisor.

c. The final report on the tests conducted under item 6.b. above, shall be

submitted to the Marquette District Supervisor within one month after completion of
the final test.

{continued)
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PART I

Section A.6. (continued)

-d.

The Surface Water Quality Division will review the toxicity data submitted by

the permittee to determine if the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are being
satisfied.

e.

i. If the toxicity requirements of Rule B2 are not being met, upon written
notification by the Marquette District Supervisor, the following conditions
apply:

a) Within 90 days of the above notification, the permittee shall submit
a Toxicity Identification/Reduction Evaluation (TI/RE)} plan to the
Marquette District Supervisor for approval. The TI/RE plan shall include
appropriate measures to comply with the toxicity requirements of Rule 82,
monitoring to show the effectiveness of the toxicity control measures, and
a schedule to implement the plan.

b) The permittee shall implement the approved TI/RE plan in accordance
with the schedule contalned in the plan.

ii. If the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are close to being exceeded, upon
written notification by the Marquette District Supervisor, the permittee shall
conduct quarterly acute toxicity tests on the effluent from outfall 006 for the
life of the permit. After ! year, the monitoring frequency may be reduced upon
approval of the Marquette District Supervisor if the test data indicate that
the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are consistently being met. The acute
toxicity tests shall be performed using the more sensitive species selected
from the acute toxicity database produced in item 6.b., above. If a more
sensitive species cammot be identified, the acute toxicity tests shall be
performed with both species.

The Surface Water Quality Division will review the toxicity data submitted by
the permittee to determine if the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are being
gatisfied. If the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are not being met, upomn

written notification by the Marquette Distyict Supervisor, the conditions of
item 6.d.1i., above, apply.

This permit may be modified in accordance with Part I1.B.4. to include

additional whole effluent toxicity requirements as necessary.
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PART 1

Section A.

T Special Condition - Dissclved Cxygen Monitoring Study

As a condition of this permit, beginning upon issuance of this permit and
before April 30, 1991, the permittee shall monitor* outfall 006 for dissolved oxygen
at a frequency and duration specified below. This monitoring is required-to
demonstrate that the water quality based effluent limit of 4.0 mg/l minimum for
dissolved oxygen is consistently being met. The results of the monitoring program
shall be sumitted by June 31, 1992, to the Marquette District Supervisor of the
- Surface Water Quality Division. If, upon review of the data, it is determined that
disgolved oxygen needs to be monitored and/or limited any further to protect the
receiving waters in accordance with applicable Water Quality Standards, the

permittee will be so informed. The permit will then be modified in accordance with
Part I1.B.4. :

CONSTITUENT SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLE FREQUENCY SAMPLE DURATICON

Dissolved Oxygen (mg/l) Grab Twice Monthly 12 Months

*The permittee shall submit an approvable plan for monitoring, samwpling, and
analysis to the Marquette District Supervisor by February 28, 1991.

8. Special Condition = Pollution Incident Prevention Plan Update

As a condition of this permit, the permittee shall review and update as need
be, on an annual basis, the approved Pollution Incident Prevention Plan established
for the facility in accordance with the Part 5 Rules of the Water Resources
Cormission. WNotification of said update shall be made in writing to the Marquette
District Office by July of each year.

9, Special Condition -'Program for Effective Residuals Management (PERM) Update

As a condition of this permit, the permittee shall review and update as need
be, on an annual basis, the approved Program for Effective Residuals Management
(PERM) established for the facility. WNotification of said update shall be made in
writing to the Marquette District Office Supervisor by July of each year.
Substantial changes in the existing approved PERM requiring update notification
shall include, but not be limited to: a change in disposal method or site; a change
in monitoring parameters or monitoring frequency; an increase in application rate; '
or a change In residuals quantity or characteristics. Subsequent to the approval of
the PERM update, disposal of residuals resulting from treatment of wastewater shall
be in accordance with the existing approved PERM. Any residual disposal

inconsistent with the existing approved PERM shall be considered a violation of this
permit.

10, Special Condition - Biocides

The permittee is prohibited from using chlorophenolic-containing biocides. In the
event the permittee desires to use such biocides, the permittee may request
modification of the permit. The permit may be modified in accordance with the
requirements of Part II.B.4. to include effiuent limitations feor pentachlorophenol

and trichlorophenol, and any other requirements necessary to protect the receiving
waters. ) :



Ealag s

S

sebgaer §

PERMIT NC. MEID003166 Page 9 of 17

PART I

Section A,

11, Special Condition - Reopener Clause

This permit may be modified or, alternatively, revoked and reissued to comply
with any applicable standard(s) or limitation{(s) promulgated under Section

30L(BY(2) () {d}, 304{b)Y(2) and 307(a)(2} of the Act, if the effluent standard(s) or
limitation(s) so promulgated:

a. is(are) either different in condition or more stringent than any effluent
limitaticen in the permit; or

b. control(s) any polliutant not limited in the permit,

12. Special Condition - Notification Requirement

The permittee shall notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface
Water Quality Division, in writing, within 10 days of knowing, or having reason to
believe, that any activity or change has occurred or will occur which would result
in the discharge of:

a. Detectable levels* of chemicals on the current Michigan Critical
Materials Register or priority pollutants or hazardous substances
set forth in 40 CFR 122,21, Appendix D, which were not acknowledged
in the application** or listed in the application at less than
detectable levels.

b. Detectable levels* of any other chemical not listed in the application
or listed at less than detection, for which the application specifically
requested information.

c. Any chemical at levels greater than five times the average level reported
in the application##,

Any other monitoring results obtained as a requirement of this permit shall be
reported in accordance with the schedule of compliance.

*The detectable level shall be defined as the Method Detection Limit (MDL) as given
in Appendix B to Part 136, Federal Register, Vol. 49, No. 209, Octcber 26, 1984,
pp- 43430-31.

*%The application submitted on January 29, 1990.

13. Discharge to the Groundwaters

The reissuance of this permit does not authorize any discharge to the
groundwaters. Such discharge must be authorized by a groundwater discharge permit
issued pursuant to Act 245, Public Acts of 1929, as amended.

.i\-., T T R bttt
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B.

1.

PART T

MONITORING AWD REPORTING
Representative Sampling

Samples and measurements taken as required herein shall be representative of

the volume and nature of the monitored discharge.

Z,

4,

Reporting:

a. DMR Submittal Reguirements - The permittee shall submit Discharge
Monitoring Report (DMR) forms to the Michigan Department of Natural Resources,
Surface Water Quality Division, Data Entry Unit, P.0. Box 30028, Lansing, '
Michigan, 48909, for each calendar month of the authorized discharge period(s).
The DMRs shall be postmarked no later than the 10th day of the month following
each month of the authorized discharge period(s).

Definitions

a. The monthly average discharge is defined as the total discharge by weight,
or concentration if specified, during the reporting month divided by the number
of days in the reporting month that the discharge from the production or
commercial facility occcurred. If the pollutant concentration in any sample is
less than the detection 1imit, regard that value as zero when calculating
monthly average concentration. When less than daily sampling occurs, the
monthly average discharge shall be determined by the summation of the measured
daily discharges by weight, or concentration if specified, divided by the
number of days during the reporting month when the samples were collected,
analyzed and reported.

b. The daily maximum discharge means the total discharge by weight, or
concentration if specified, during any calendar day.

¢. The Regional Administrator is defined as the Region V Administrator, U.S.
EPA, located at 230 South Dearborm, 13th Floor, Chicago, Illinois, 60604,

d. The Executive Secretary of the Michigan Water Resources Commission is
located in the KNAPP'S OFFICE CENTRE. The mailing address is P.0. Box 30028,
Lansing, Michigan, 48909.

e, The Chief of the Surface Water Quality Division's mailing address is
P.0. Box 30028, Lansing, Michigan, 48909.

Test Procedures

Test procedures for the analysis of pollutants shall conform to regulations

published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act, under which such procedures may be
required.
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-5. Recording Results

For each measurement or sample taken pursuant tc the requirements of thie
permit, the permittee shall record the following information:

a. The exact place, date, and time of measurement or sampling;

b. The person(s) who performed the measurement or sémple colledtion;
c. The dafes the analyses were performed; |

d. The person(s) who performed the analyses;

e. The analytical techniques or methﬁds used;

f. The date of and person responsible for equipment calibration; and
g. The results of all required analyses.

6. ‘Additional Monitoring by Permittee

If the permittee monitors any pollutant at the location(s) designated herein
more frequently than required by this permit, using approved analytical methods as
specified above, the results of such monitoring shall be included im the calculation
and reporting of the values required in the Discharge Monitoring Report. Such
increased frequency shall also be indicated.

7. Records Retention

All records and information resulting from the monitoring activities required
by this permit including all records of analyses performed and calibration and
maintenance of instrumentation and recordings from continuous monitoring
instrumentation shall be retained for a minimum of three (3) years, or longer 1f
requested by the Regional Administrator or the Michigan Water Resources Commission,
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PART I

C. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

1. The permittee shall continue to operate the installed facilities to achieve the
effluent limitations specified for outfall(s) 004, 005, and 006.

2. The pefmittee shall achieve compliance with the final effluent limitations for
outfall 006 specified in Part 1.A.2., in accordance with the following schedule.

All submittals shall be to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water
Quality Division.

a. On or before June 1, 1991, the permittee shall submit and receive approval

. of a preliminary engineering report and basis of design for any needed
facilities. ‘

b, On or before_November 1, 1991, the permittee shall submit and receive
approval of final plans and specification for any needed facilities.

c. On or before July 1, 1992, the permittee shall complete comnstruction of
any needed facilities.

d. On or before October 1, 1992, the permittee shall attain an operational
level necessary to meet the limits specified herein,

3. The permittee shall achieve compliance with the Short Term Waste
Characterization Study requirements specified in Part 1.A.5., in accordance with the
following schedule. All submittals shall be to the Marquette District Supervisor.

a. On or before March i, 1981, the permittee shall implement the study.

b. On or before May I, 1991, the permittee shall have completed all
monitoring as required.

c. On or before Junme 1, 1991, the permittee shall submit the analytical
results of such monitoring.

4. Reapplication

1f the discharges authorized by this permit are expected to continue beyond the
expiration date of this permit, the permittee is required to submit an application

for reissuance to the Chief of the Permits Section of the Surface Water Quality
Division on or before April 1, 1995,

5. Written Report Required

Within 14 days of every requirement date specified in this permit, the
permittee shall submit written notification to the Marquette District Superviscr
indicating whether or not the particular requirement was accomplished. I£ the
requirement was not accomplished, the notification shall include an explanation of
the failure to accomplish the requirement, actions taken or plamned by the permittee
to correct the situation, and an estimate of when the requirement will be
accomplished. If a written report is required to be submitted by a specified date

and the permittee accomplishes this, a separate writtem notification 1is not
required.
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PART II

A,  MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS
-1.  Duty to Coumply

All discharges authorized herein shall be consistent with the terms and
conditions of this permit. The discharge of any pollutant identified in this permit

‘more frequently than or at a level in excess of that authorized shall constitute a
violation of the permit.

It is the duty of the permittee to comply with all the terms and conditions of
this permit. Any noncompliance with the Effluent Limitations, Special Conditions,
or terms of this permit constitutes a violation of Public Acts 245, of 1929, as
amended, and/or PL 92-500, as amended, and constitutes grounds for enforcement
action; for permit termination, revocation and reissuance, or modification: or
denial of an application for permit remewal.

2. Change of Conditions

Any anticipated facility expansion, productiom increases, or process
modification which will result in new, different, or increased discharges of
pollutants must be reported by submission of a new application toc the Chief of the
Permits Section of the Surface Water Quality Division or, if such changes will not
violate the effluent limitations specified im this permit, by notice to the
Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division. Following such

notice, the permit may be wodified to specify and limit any pollutant not previcusly
limited.

3. Contaimnment Facilities

The permittee shall provide facilities for containment of any accidental losses
of concentrated solutions, acids, alkalies, salts, oils, or other pelluting
materials in accordance with the requirements of the Michigan Water Resources
Commission Rules, Part 5. This requirement is included pursuant to Section 5 of the
Michigan Water Resources Commission Act 245, P.A. of 1929, -as amended, and the Part
5 Rules of the General Rules of the Commission.

4, Operator Certification

The permittee shall have the waste treatment facilities under direct
supervision of an operator certified by the Michigan Department of Natural
Resources, as required by Sectiom 6a of the Michigan Act.

5. Noncompliance Notification

If, for any reason, the permittee does not comply with or will be unable to
comply with any daily maximum effluent limitation specified in this permit, the
permittee shall provide the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water
Quaiity Division with the following information, in writing, within five (3) days of
becoming aware of such condition:

a. A description of the discharge and cause of noncompliance; and

b. The period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times; or, if not
corrected, the anticipated time the noncompliance is expected to continue,
and the steps taken to reduce, eliminate and prevent recurrence of the
noncomplying discharge.
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Section A.
6. Spill Wotification

The permittee shall immediately report any spill or loss of any product,
by-product, intermediate product, oils, solvents, waste material, or any other
polluting substance which oceurs to the surface waters or groundwaters of the state
by calling the Department of Natural Resources Z4~hour Emergency Response telephone
number, 1-800-292-4706 (calls from out-of-state dial 1=-517-373-8166); and within ten
{10} days of the spill or loss, the permittee shall submit to the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Surface Water Qualicy Division a full written explanation as to
the cause and discovery of the spill or loss, clean-up and recovery measures taken,
preventative measures to be taken, and schedule of implementaztion. This requirement
is included pursuant to Section 5 of the Michigan Water Resources Commission Act
245, P.A, of 1929, as amended.

7. Facility Operation

The permittee shall at all times properly operate and mazintain all treatment or
control facilities or systems installed or used by the permittee to achieve
compliance with the terms and conditions of this permit.

8. Adverse Impact

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize any adverse impact to
the surface or groundwaters of the state resulting from noncompliance with any
effluent limitation specified In this permit including, but not limited teo, such

accelerated or additional monitoring as necessary to determine the nature and impact
of the discharge in noncompliance.

9. By-Passing

Any diversion from or by-pass of facilities necessary to maintain compliance
with the terms and conditions of this permit is prohibited, except (2) where
unavoidable to prevent loss of life, persomal injury, or severe property damage, or
(b) where excessive storm drainage or runoff would damage any facilities necessary .
for compliance with the effluent limitations and prohibitions of this permit. The
permittee shall promptly notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface

Water Quality Division and the Regional Administrator, in writing, of such diversion
or by-pass. -

10. Power Failures

In order to maintain compliance with the effluent limitations and prohibitions
of this permit, the permittee shall either:

a., Frovide an alternative power source sufficient to operate facilities
utilized by the permittee to maintain compliance with the effluent
limitations and conditions of this permit which provision shall be
indicated in this permit by inclusion of a specific compliance date in
each appropriate "Schedule of Compliance for Effluent Limitations".

b. Upon the reduction, loss, or failure of one or more of the primsry sources
of power to facilities utilized by the permittee to maintain compliance
with the effluent limitations and conditions of this permit, the permittee
shall halt, reduce or otherwise control production and/or all discharge in
order to maintain compliance with the effluent limitations and conditions
of this permit.
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PART IT

Section A.

'11. Removed Substances

Solids, sludges, filter backwash, or other pollutants removed from or resulting
from treatment or control of wastewaters shall be disposed of in 2 manner such as to
prevent any pollutant from such materials from entering navigable waters, or the
entry of toxic or harmful contaminants thereof onto the groundwaters in
concentrations or amounts detrimental to the groundwater resource.

12.  Upset Noacompliance Notificatiom

If a process "upset" (defined as an exceptional incident in which there is
unintentional and temporary noncompliance with technology based permit effiuent
limitations because of factors beyond the reasonable contrel of the permittee) has
occurred, the permittee who wishes to establish the affirmative defemse of upset
shall notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quallity Division
by telephone within 24 hours of becoming aware of such conditions and within five
(5) days, provide in writing, the following information:

a. That an upset occurred and that the permittee can identify the specific
cause(s) of the upset;

b. That the permitted wastewater treatment facility waé, at the time, being
properly operated;

C. That the permittee has specified and taken action on all responsible steps
to minimize or correct any adverse impact in the enviromment resulting
. from noncompliance with this permit.

In any enforcement proceedings the permittee, seeking to establish the
occurrence of an upset, has the burden of proof.

13. Any requirement of this permit which is included under the unique terms of the
Water Resources Commission, Act 245, P.A. of 1929, as amended, and rules promulgated
thereunder, is not enforceable under the Federal Clean Water Act regulations.
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B.  RESPONSIBILITIES
1. Right of Entry

The permittee shall allow the Executive Secretary of the Michigan Water
Resources Commission, the Regional Administrator and/or their authorized
representatives, upon the presentation of credentials:

a. To enter upon the permittee’s premises where an effluent source is located
or In which any records are required to be kept under the terms and
conditions of this permit; and

b. At reasonable times to have access to and copy any records required to be
kept under the terms and conditions of this permit; to inspect any
monitoring equipment or monitoring method required in this permit; and to
sample any discharge of pollutants.

2. Transfer of Ownership or Control

In the event of any change in control or ownership of facilities from which the
authorized discharge emanates, the permittee shall notify the succeeding owner or
controller of the existence of this permit by letter, 2 copy of which shall be
forwarded to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division
and the Regional Administrator.

3. Availability of Reports

Except for data determined to be confidential under Section 308 of the Act and
Rule 2128 of the Water Resources Commission Rules, Part 21, all reports prepared in
accordance with the terms of this permit shall be available for public inspection at
the offices of the State Water Pollution Control Agency and the Regional
Administrator. As required by the Act, effluent data shall not be considered
confidential. Knowingly making any false statement on any such report may result in
the imposition of criminal penalties as provided for in Section 309 of the Act and
Sections 7 and 10 of the Michigan Act.

&, Permit Modification

After notice and opportunity for a hearing, this permit may be modified,
suspended, or revoked in whole or in part during its term for cause including, but
not limited to, the following:

a. Violation of any terms or conditiong of this permicts

b. Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or f£ailure to disclese fully,
all relevant facts; or

c. A change in any condition that requires either a temporary Or permanent
reduction or elimination of the authorized discharge.
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PART II

Section B.
‘5. Toxic Pollutants

Notwithstanding Part II.B.4. above, 1If a toxic effluent standard or prohibition
(including any schedule of compliance specified in such effluent standard or
prohibition) iz established under Section 307(a) of the Act for a toxic pollutant
which is present in the discharge and such standard or prohibition is more stringent
than any limitation for such pollutant in this permit, this permit shall be revised

or modified in accordance with the toxic effluent standard or prohibition and the
permittee so notified.

6. Civil and Criminal Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions om "By-Passing” (Part II.A.9., pursuant
to 40 CFR 122.41(m)) and "Upset" (Part II.A.12., pursuant to 40 CFR 122.41(n}),
nothing in this permit shall be construed to relieve the permittee from c¢civil or
criminal penalties for noncompliance, whether or not such noncompliance is due to

factors beyond his control, such‘as accidents, equipment breakdowns, or laber
disputes.

7. 0il and Hazardous Substance Liszbility

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any
legal action or relieve the permittee from any respomsibilities, liabilities, or
penalties to which the permittee may be subject under Section 311 of the Act except
as are exempted by federal regulations.

8. State Laws

Nothing in this permit shall be comstrued to preclude the institution of any
legal action or relieve the permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or

penalties established pursuant to any applicable State law or regulation under
authority preserved by Section 510 of the Act. '

9. Property Rights

The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights in either real
or personal property, or any eXclusive privileges, nor does it autherize viclaticn
of any Federal, State or local laws or regulatiomns, nor does it obviate the

necessity of obtaining such permits or approvals from other units of government as
may be required by law.

10. Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if any provision of this
permit, or the application of any provision of this permit to any circumstsances, if
held imvalid, the application of such provision to other circumstances, and the
remainder of this permit, shall not be affected thereby.

11, Notice to Public Utilities (Miss Dig)

The igsuance of this permit does not exempt the permittee from giving notice to
public utilities and complying with each of the requirements of Act 53 of the Public
Acts of 1974, being sections 460.701 to 460.718 of the Michigan Compiled Laws, when
constructing facilities to meet the terms of this permit.



From: SCHAEFES=-DNRDC Date ar -~ time 02/25/94 17:07:33
To: CLARKC =-=DNRDC 239'

From: Scott Schaefer
District 4 Newberry
Environmental Response Division
Subject: Manistique Papers

Clif, to update you on this site, I offer the following info:

Yesterday I spoke with both Rob and Ron regarding their respective Divisions
position and wishes regarding this site. Rob informed me that WMD is not
actively pursuing any actlon at the 51te due to the waste pile being regulated

me that even though the present waste belng disposed is most likely inert (a
phone call to their Waste Charactization Unit confirmed that it will be) they
would still consider the pile a "waste" due to the nature of previous
disposals that took place there and would require the site to be closed under
Act 641 provisions. I then had a discussion with Ron and asked what actions
SWQ was taking at the facility. He informed me that the waste pile is
currently contained within the PERM section of the NPDES permit. He informed
me however that SWQ was not happy with that situation because they do not. have
the expertise nor the desire to regulate a disposal facility such as the one
in question. Ron said it was SWQ desire to have this disposal facility removed
from their PERM and have the company pursue a more acceptable disposal option.

My evaluation of this matter is WMD would be the most appropriate division to
handle this site because even if we delete it from 307 they are still going to
require a 641 closure to be completed. SWQ should in my opinion work to remove
this facility from the permit so that WMD can take the lead. ERD can continue
its review to see if the facility meet the definition of a site as described
in MERA, but to me it seems irrelevant is some regards in that a closure is
going to be required anyway by WMD so why don’t we get on with having the
company prepare to do this. In talking with WMD waste characterization unit
they seem to think the material being disposed would make excellent cap
material in that it is mostly clay.In viewing the facility the other day it
appears wetlands surround the disposal area. If capping is completed then a
permit will be needed more than likely in order for the grade to be acceptable
for final closure regquirements under 641.

In regards to our conversation earlier, I think that in order for us to be
able to leave this site on the 307 list we either need to show that the hydro
work is unacceptable and needs additional investigations completed before a
determination can be made as to if levels above Type B exist or we have to
gather the data ourselves to show impacts are occuring. It is my understanding
that if data (existing) does not show levels above Type B then the facility
would not meet the definition of a site as defined in MERA (refer to Op Memo
3) and therefore should be deleted. The question at hand is whether the data
submitted is adequate and I think that determination should be evaluated in
light of WMD requiring additional work at some point to meet Act 641 closure
requirments. I am continuing my review of the site data submitted and will let

you know what my conclusions are. As always, please get back with any comments
and guestions.

"¢ SCHMELIR=-=DNRDC RATSANER--DNRDC

usERID SCHAEFES
Phone 906-293-=5131
Have A Nice Day!
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INTEROFFICE COMMUMICATICH -~ -

Lzke Supericr State Forest - Shinglston Forest Arsa
' Ehingletion, Michigan 45884
September 12, 1994
TO: ~Jzck Rydguist, Reg. I Surface Water Quality Supervisor
FROX: Bruce A. Veneberg, Shingletion Aresz Forest Manager

SUBJECT: Manistique Papers, Inc. Landfill Sites

A meeting was held with Manistique Pzpers personnel, Jim Coock and
Jascn Panek, along with Dennis Bittner on August 31. DNE
persannel in attendance beside myself were:

Steve Scott, Fisheries

Terry HMinzey, Wildlife

Ray Perez, Wildiife

Bernie Hubbard, Forest Management

I had two previgus meetings with Manistique Pzpers personnel. AL
both of these mestings information on the "haw ta" nature cf land
exchanges was discussed. During this time, I somehow beczame Lhe

unafiicizl DNR rescource management lizisan person.

We had set up the August 31 meeting to review and comment cn  the
August &th letter af alternatives and land exchange
possibilities, a copy af wnich vyou received from Bittner
Engineering. '

Review o0f +the zlternstives indicated +that we would preifier that
the existing site continue to be utilized. A linkage with the
ald Scheoelcraft County DPW Municipal Landfill was also preferred,
especially i1if further development of the site was permitted.
Both' of these zliernatives would limit site damage to areazs where
it has alre=zdy accurred.

"Revisw of the land exchange =ites indicated Manistique Papers
properties” heing offered were of minimal value to each of the
‘“three rescurce divisians. The state lands being rsguesisd wers
rated very high in value. In =additicn, <the concepgt of
introducing an unnatural use sSuch as 2 landfill inte an ecosystem
wvas deemed to be unacceptable. The prospects of a valuable land
exchange is non-existent at this peint. 7 7T

—ees



On a related note, there seems to have been little efforit on

their part tec locste viable sites on private land. Sites 1 and 2
sre oan private lands and - were obvious poor choices, and I
strengly suspect that they knev that they were, Sites 3, S and &
are 3ll on state land =and are more suitzble in the sSenge that
they dc not involve stireams or wetlands as the first twe did.

Manistigque Papers needs ts be encouraged to take a serious look
at private landfill sites.

We reslize there are no easy answers to this situstiaon. We loak
forwvard +to working with vyou on this problem.. Please do not
hesitaste +to contzact me or any aof the other DHRE staff in
attendance, should ycu need any additicnzl information. )

5. G '\,/e__w&,wo/ |

cc:  Scott
Minzey
Perez
Hubbard
Opolka



MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.

453 8. MACKINAL AVE. « MANISTIQUE, Ml 43854
806-341-2175 FAX # 906-341-5635

September 22, 1994

LEIF CHRISTENSEN

PRESIDENT - GENERAL MANAGER , ALz

Mr. Jack W, Rydqust, P.E.

District Supervisor Spfars VUarar o

i
L

Surface Water Quality Division
Department of Natural Rescurces
1690 U.S. 41 South

Marquette, MI 4G6855-5198

Dear Mr. Rydquist:

Qur concerns requesied in your letter of September 8 are:

1.

2.

That MDNR appropriately recognizes our residuals as inert.

That it is imperative that a new landfill for Manistique's residuals be licensed in

conjunction with the closure of the existing RMA.

We look forward to discussing the draft Inertness Designation when we meet on October

11, and hope that MDNR's needs can acknowledge and address the two above issues.

LC:smg

Copies:

Sincerely,
STIQUE PAPERS, INC.

L

eif Christense

Tom Arnoid

Dennis Bittner R A
e : ol

Jimn Cook RECEIY b

Jason Panek _

Claudia Rast : SEP 27 1994

arguette Dist, WM.D

SUBSIDIARY OF KRUGER, INC.

—aerED



MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.
453 S. MACKINAC AVE. » MANISTIGUE, Mi 49854
906-341-2175  FAX # 906-341-5635 :

_ . . October 12 1994
LEIF CHRISTENSEN

 PRESIDENT - GENEHALMANAGER | '- o - 7_ R E @ E § W - :;

' IackW Rydqmst

1990 U.S. 41 South
Marquette MI - 49855 .

DoticsSwperdsor - 0CT 181998
- Surface Water Quality Dmsmn. B S _ : ' T
‘Michigan Dept. of Natural Resources - - ' - Marguestte Dist. W D

4 Deaer Rydquxst

. Confirming our meetmg with your staff thrs past Tuesday, October 11, we have the followmg _
understandmg

1. Claudia Rast will redraﬂ the InertneSs Designation and forWaId it to you by October 26,

' 1994 )

. “The ex1stmg RMA locatlon will be rev1ewed with regard to an advrsory analysw for the

: smng of a new Act 641 landfill within the contiguous property boundaries. The current property
boundaries may be expanded through acquisition of adjacent property. Matgie Ring, Dennis
Bittner and Jim Cook will meet at the mill at 10:00 AM, October 20, prior to the review. This -

. review will be preceded by a request by Bittner Engineering for the advisory analysis.
3. We all agreed that limitations, if any, concerning the existing site could bé mitigated. .

4. . Weallagreed that Mamsuque Papers requires a new approved landfill before the existing

. RMA closure is complete. -
5. Margie Ring and Carl Smith will spht samples from exrstmg momtormg well and surface
water locations with Bittner Engmeermg on October 31 and November 1, if a second day is
necessary.

6. Margie Rxng has rewewed our Closure Plan dated September 15 1994 and Wﬂl send her

comments to us.
7. . The approved Closure Plan will be mcorporated into the miil's next NPDES Permit at the
tune of issuance.

* If our understandings differ, please contact me,

Sincerely,
MANISTIQUE PAPERS [NC
. h"l _'____/\

5

- Leif Chrjﬁ}ensen
, VA

Copies: MDNR: Frank Opolka, Ron Raisanen, Duane Roskoskey, Margie Ring, Robert Sehmeling, :
Carl Smith; . DICKINSON WRIGHT: Claudia Rast \

BITTNER ENGINEERING Dennis Bittner; MPI: Tom Arnold, Jim Cook, Jason Panek
SUBSIDIARY OF KAUGER, INC. -

' LC:smq
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’ { SECTIC
SECTION 0 — SITE DESCRIFTION / EXECUTIVE SUMMARY )
' NAME ' . COUNTY
Mulisrioe PurP ¢ Prapee Duoue SO CPAPT
« ..+EET NUMBER AND MAME

Eoaolicd Bo & Q4 37420 oW - 2¢

" MAMt"_—fn_&OE Mapa vere

EPA 1.D. NUMBER

C¥

INSTRUCTIONS FOR NARRATIVE: In narrative styls,wrile a site description
using the following guidelines: ’

— The body of the namrative should include the six subheadings listed below: E

{. Description of site 4. Follow - up recommendations to EPA_
2.Types and quantities of waste on site B, Site inspection recommendaiion i
3. Actions taken, funding recommendations 6. Type of action needed

— Be as clear and descriptive as possibie. Include names and quaniities of waste present on the site. Provide rationale for recommeandations.
— If doing a site description for an Act 307 site, complete subheadings 1 - 3.

.— i doing an executive summary for a prefiminary assessment, complete subheadings 1 - 6.
— Altach additional pages if needed.
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Ccluefer

DEPARTHMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

January 18, 1995 HE@E”VE

JAN 23 1995
TO: Margie Ring, Engineer, WMD epaﬁnm”fofN wal B
Dj esoy
FROM: Carl Smith, Geologist, WMD it 4 . N wherry "oes

SUBJECT: Manistique Paper, Inc.

I have completed my review of the groundwater and surface water monitoring data
which we collected last October, 1994. The data would indicate that the mill
waste site is continuing to degrade the groundwater at the site to levels
exceeding Act 307 type "B" levels. The well Tabeled W7 exhibited the highest
levels of contamination and it appears that metals are the parameters of concern.

Well number W7 was reported to have the following concentrations:

TYPE "B"
As - 2.7 0.02 Ug/1
Mn - 2,500 170 Ug/T
Fe - 41,000 300 Ug/]

These results are somewhat complicated by the fact that well W7 is downgradient
but somewhat removed from the waste. I would give a distance but I have no
recent maps that depict the area presently filled. Another factor is that there
appears to be rather high levels of Iron and Manganese in all of the other wells
sampied. A1l of the wells exceeded the type "B" standard for Iron and Manganese
but were at least an order (or 2) of magnitude below W7.

The existing data indicates that this facility has and is causing groundwater
contamination according to Act 307 standards. Whether or not this site should
be remediated can not be established without further delineation of the plume of
contamination. Af a minimum the facility should be required to establish the
vertical and horizontal extent of contamination and establish a plume

concentration gradient map which 1nc1udes the surface waters that will ultimately
receive the plume.

This information would allow the department to base any future decisions on an
accurate assessment of the existing conditions associated with this facility.

If you have questions concerning this memo or would Tike further review please
let me know

cc: Robert Schmeling II, Supervisor, WMD
Jack Rydquist, Supervisor, SWQD
Clif Clark, Supervisor, ERD



STATE OF MICHIGAN

oo

NATURAL RESOURCES
COMMISSION :
JERRY C. BARTNIK s REPLY TO:
;.:ETYE%EE\:'-LEJYST JOHN ENGLE R, Governor REGION | l-}EADQUARTERS
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES {eB0s 81 souTH
DAVID HOLLI STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING, PO BOX 30028, LANSING MI 48809-7528 MARTUESIRN]. sl
JOEY M. SPANO
JORDAN B. TATTER ROLAND HARMES, Director

January 3, 1995 RECEIVED

JAN 0 4 1995
Mr. Nathaniel Hendricks
PO Box 738, Main Street i} Water Quali :
Putney, Vermont 05346 Surface ¥ Div,

Dear Mr. Hendricks:

SUBJECT: Former/Existing Manistique Pulp & Paper Company Site,
Schoolcraft County

" This is in response to your letter to Mr. Jim Sygo, Chief of Waste Management
Division, dated December 24, 1994, and our telephone conversation on January 3,
1995, concerning a site presently or formerly owned by Manistique Pulp & Paper
Company.

As per our conversation, the Waste Management Division of the Michigan
Department of Natural Resources does not have any on-going investigations with
the above referenced Company. | suggested that you contact Mr. Robert Eberhardt
of Surface Water Quality Division (“SWQD?”) in Lansing, at 517-335-1119,
concerning the Manistique Harbor Project which involves the EPA. Also, the sludge
generated at the facility is currently being regulated under the Company’s NPDES
permit administered by the SWQD. Your contact would be Mr, Jack Rydquist at

?796‘_2 2 8'656,1:,

Hopefully, this information will address your request outlined in your December 24,
1994 [etter. If you have additional questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

(C5 8l A hins ™

Robert Schmeling
District Supervisor
Waste Management Division
906-228-6561
ksf

c: Mr. Jim Sygo, Chief, WMD, Lansing
Mr. Frank Ruswick, WMD, Lansing
"~ Mr. Roger Eberhardt, SWQD, Lansing
Mr. Jack Rydquist, SWQD, Marquette

R 1028-ERO1

08/94
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§TATE OF MICHIGAN

MATURAL RESCURCES
COMMISSION
JERRY &, BAATHIK
LARFY BEVLIYST

e

wmﬂﬁu JOMN ENGLER, Governar
ot TN DEPAHTMENT OF NATURAL BESOURCES
JOHDAN B, TATTER .

ROLAMD HARMER, Director

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL

i ©© DATE: /2-2%7.9

T g;gﬁg§Zi Ziité¥<

FROM: Bﬁ;u e VEN{;@%

REGARDING: - ZBNOPI% —  StpumopiE | JRAr

NUMBER OF SHEETS: (Including cover sheet) QL

If you do not receive all pages, or there is any other problem, p]éase call
back a5 soon as possible:s

"GENERAL NQ: 506-452-6227
FAX NO: 906~452-6584

~Lake Superior Staté Forest - Shingleton Forest Area
Shingleton, Michigan 49884
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IRTEROFFICE COEHUNICATION

e e R

Lake Superior State Foreat -~ Shingleton Fareet Area
Shingleton, Hichigan 45884

Eeptember 12, 1924

TO: Jaclk Rydguist, Reg. I Surface Water Quality Superviszor
FROM:  Bruce A. Veneberg, Shingleton Ares Forest Manager

SUBJECT: HMandiastigue Papers, Ine. Landfill Sites

A meeting vas held with Hanistique Papersz personnel, Jim Cool end
Jageon Fanek, along vith Dennis Bitiner -on August - 3i. DHR
personnel in attendance beside myself vere:

Steve Scott, Fisheries
Terry Hinzey, Wildlife
Rey Perem, HWildliife
. Bernie Hubbard, Forest Hanagewment

I had tva previocus meetinge with Hanistigque Papers per=zonnel. At
both of these nmeetings inforwation on the “hov te® nature of land
exchanges vwas discussed. During this tiwme, I somehow became the
unofficial DHR remsourte wenagewment lisison person.

We had set up the August 31 meeting to revievw and commedt en the
Auguet &th letter of aslternatives  and land  exchange

pogsgibilities, = copy of vhich you received £rom Bittner
Engineering.

Review of the alternatives indicasted +that wve vould prefer that

3542le;a-the exigting site continue to be vtilized. A linkage with the

cld Schoolecraft County DPVW Municipal Landfill was alge preferred,
especially if Ffurther developwent of the =ite wvas permitted.
Both of these alternatives vwould liwmit aite damage to mreas where

it has =lready occurred.

Reviewy of the land exchange sites indicated Manimtique Papers
properties being offered vere of ninimsl value to each of +the
three resource divisions. The =tate lands Ddeing requested wers
rated very high in wvalue. In =addition, the concept of-
intreducing an unnatural use such a= a landfill inteo an ecoavstem

vas deemed to be unaceeptable. The prospects of s valuable land
@xchange is non-exiztent st this point.




o

Egs27 1994 89122 FR ~ shiasieton dnr TO 137896227 4387

On & related note, there seewms to have bsen 1ittle effort on

their part to locate viable sitez on privete land:. Sitem 1 andg 2
are an private land=s and were obvious poor choices, and I
strongly suspect that they kaew thet they were. Sites 3, 5 and 6
sre all on state lsnd and are mere gulitable in the sense that
they do not Lnvelve stresme or wetlande = the first twe did.

Hanistigque Papers needa to be encouraged to take 8 meriecus look
at privete lendfill mites.

¥e realize there are no eagy ansvers to this gitustion. We loak
forvard to vorking with you on this problem Please do not
hesitate +¢e¢ contact me or any of the -rother DHR staff in
attendance, should you need any additional informatisen.

bty

BAV/cmt

cz:  Scott
Hinzey
Ferez
Hubbard
Opelika

TO0TAL P.B4
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MONDAY, JUNE 25, 1993

Lo ] Z : b/

Mss:‘Cmyn Bury ‘5] - w o | 'Facstmile Tvamsmigslon: (313)886-7804
U.S, Environments] Protection Ageaey o—p . : 6 pages
Ciioago, Tineis . IR | P

Refs Hauistique Papers, Inc., Siodge Dumsp (Clty of Manistique, Schoslersft Conaty, Mlchigas)
Deat Mz Buy: - | a -

Acgompanying this letter ers asrial phatographs of 8 rather remarkable “dump” maintained by Manistique Papers,
Ine. I use the term “dusp” advisedly, since the gite is one at which industrial wasts is simply being “dumped”;
while it i3 “Hlling” & large welland ares, it cannge be considered a landfill, i that thers ig ne demgroaticn of
boundgries (e, ths mareris] gmply flows down from the sides of what is reportedly an oid, nowsclosed
industrisi-waste durnp), no Hning and no capping of this continuously augmented material,

The dump is approxipaptely one mile aorth of the City of Manistique and spproxdmately 1,5 miles from the shores
of Lake Michigen The dump occupies wetiends, and these wetlande extend from the dump site to the Indian Biver
{located less than one-quarter mile fom the dump). The Ol of Mardstique water svstem relies upon water drawn
from the Indian River, et 8 site one-quarter to ane-half mile downsream from the Manisdyne Papets demp.

[ persomally visited the dumyp site vesterday (Jung 25, 1995). It appears that {rucks make spproximately hourly ips
from the Menistique Papers plant in Manistique (o the dump.

Pergons agsociated with other papers mills, after confidential review of the serial phowographs, sxpressed shock at
the method of disposal apparently permitted in this case. One, who has had recurrent confliets with the Michigen
Deparement of Natueal Resources concerning hit company's landfill, commented, I wauld be in jail if T perenitted
amything like that.” While these industry experts surmised that the bulk of the durmped material is retatively inent
(coneipting primarily of ciays extracted in the paper regvcling process employed by Manistique Papess), it appeats
likely that greater then 1ace amounts of imore toxic material may alse be included, especially from the deinking
process, And, however toxic, the dump is filling what can only be deecribed as state- and federally-protected
wetlands. :

A you are probebly ewars, USEPA, Menistigue Pepers and Sault Electric have reporiedly resched agreement
conicerning the disposition of toxic materials in the Menistique River and Hearbor, As I undersiand it, EPA will
finance the dredging of the lower river and harbor, while the companies will underwrite the capping of twxic
roaterial upstieas. Claarly, with a major dump site legs than & mile npstream o the areas o be cleansed, the
benefits of these eXpensive remediations may be ghart-lived,

By this letter [ request thai the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency inguire inro the operation of this industrial
durip sits, the effect of the dump on the quality of the City of Masistique water supply, the possible effecr of this
dump on the health of the area’s population (as refiected in what I understand is an elevated incidence of various
formg of malignancy) and relited environmenzal meners.

By copies of this leier. | will make similer requests of the Michigan Departinent of Natural Retources and the
Michigan Depastmenc ¢ Poblic Health. I also intend to submit Freedom of Information Act requests to USEPA,
MDNR and MDPH for iaformation concerning the durp, whe charscteristios of the dumped matenal, the impagt on
water quality and consequences for public health,

I will appreiate any assistance which you can pipvide in this matter.
Sincerety,

Btephen B, Dresch

" the Kauth kouse, 318 Cooper Avenne, Hancock, Michigen
Tel/Fazx (906)482-4808, Telex (WUDE502656085mch, Interaet edrasch@uyz.codueda




RIN 01136-96
List of Enclosures
Manistique Pulp and Paper Co.

1968
1. Wastewater survey (4 pages)

1969
-1. 8/20/69 conference (1 page)
2. Narrative on Manistigue Pulp and Paper Co. (1 page)

1970
1. 12/1/70 letter to E.W. Petrich from Michigan DNR (1 page)
2. 11/25/70 letter to Mich. DNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

1971-1976
1. PCB data chart (1 page)
2. Flow chart for Manistique Paper Wasterwater treatment (1 page)

1973

1. Wastewater survey report (5 pages)

2. 8/16/73 Water Resources Commission memo (1 page)
3. 9/19/73 Water Resources Commision memo (1 page)

1974

1. 5/30/74 letter to Manistique Paper from F. Kellow (1 page)

2. 7/22/74 industrial wastewater report (8 pages)

3. 8/23/74 letter from citizen (1 page)

4. 9/11/74 letter to Mich. Water Resources Com. from A, Palladino (1 page)
5. 10/14/74 letter to A. Palladino from Mich, Water Resources Com. (1 page)
6. 10/31/74 letter to K. Osterhaut from Mich. Water Resources Com. (1page)
1975

1. 1/20/75 pollution report (1 page) .

2. 1/30/75 letter to Mich. DNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

3. 2/27/75 memo from K. Zollner to I. Bal (1 page)

4. 4/15/75 memo from K. Zoliner to File (1 page)

5. 6/6/75 letter to A. Palladino from Manistique Paper (1 page)

6. 8/22/75 pollution investigation report (1 page)

7. 9/26/75 letter to Manistique Paper from Mich. Water Resources Com. (1 page)
8. 10/20/75 letter to Mich. DNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

9. 10/30/75 Industrial wastewater survey (1 page)



1976

e S

g.

6/18/76 letter to R. Carlson from Suburgan Labs (2 pages)

8/27/76 letter to Mich. DNR from N. Green (2 pages)

9/2/76 letter to N. Green from Bureau of Land and Water Mgt. (1 page)
9/15/76 memo to L. Witte from E. Hall (1 page)

9/20/76 memo to S. Granger from D, Wllhams (1 page)

8/20/76 citizens letter (1 page)

10/12/76 memo from D. Granger to D. Williams (1 page)

10/12/76 letter to N, Green from Bureau of Land and Water Mgt. (1 page}
10/12/76 memo from D. Williams to D. Granger (1 page)

10. 10/25/76 letter to N. Green from Environmental Prot. Bureau (1 page)

11.

11/16/76 memo from W. Turney to F. Kellow (1 page)

1977

1.
2.
3.
4.

1977 Residuals and Residues Disposal and Storage repost (1 page)
3/24/77 letter to Mich. DNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
9/22/77 letter to Mich, DNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
11/8/77 memo from G. Boersen to Zollner and Bal {1 page)

1978

A e

1/16/78 memo from Shauver and Basch to R. Courchcino (1 page)
5/24/78 letter to Schoolcraft Co. Circuit Court from M. Brooks (3 pages)
6/14/78 survey map (1 page)

7/13/78 memo from T. Polasek to J. Truchan (2 pages)

10/26/78 letter to Manistique Paper from Mich. DNR 7(1 page)

12/27/78 letter to Manistique Paper from Mich. DNR 7 (1 page)

1979

Al S A A i e
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1979 file summary (1 page)

1/15/79 Lanfill Sludge Report (4 pages)

2/5/79 memo from W. Busby to D. Dennis {1 page)

2/6/79 letter to Manistique Paper from Mich. DNR (1 page)
2/21/79 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
2/26/79 memo from R. Schmeling to D. Dennis (1 page)
2/26/79 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
2/28/79 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
3/7/79 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

. 6/15/79 lab report (1 page)

. 6/26/79 memo from J. Bails to R. Courchaine (1 page)

. 7/5/79 memo from D. Brackenbury to J. Shifflet (1 page)

. 7/19/79 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

. 8/19/79 pollution investigation report (1 page)

. 8/30/79 memo from D. Brackenbury to R. Schmeling (1 page)
. 9/23/79 sample location sheet (1 page)

. 10/2/79 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)



18. 10/23/79 memo from E. Clsen to J. Bal (1 page)

19. ©9/26/79 sampling analysis summary (2 pages)

20. 11/21/79 letier to Manistique Paper from Sen. M. Irwin (1 page)
21. 12/11/79 memo from D. Williams to J. Bohensky (3 pages)

1980

1. 1980 NPDES Permit (2 pages) '

2. 3/26/80 memo from T. Kavanagh to D. Williams (2 pages)

3. 5/6/80 Referral to MDNR from Mich. Dept of Labor (1 page)

4. 7/29/80 letter to A. Palladino from Manistique Paper (1 page)

5. 9/22/80 Residuals Management Plan (10 pages)

6. 9/30/80 letter to Water Resources Com. from Manistique Paper (1 page)
7. 10/15/80 memo from R. Schmeling to E. Olsen (1 page)

8. 11/12/80 letter to W. Hackney from MDNR (1 page)

1981

3/25/81 Facility Inspection Report (1 page)

4/22/81 letter to Manistique Paper from Water Resources Com. (1 page}
4/23/81 letter to Water Res. Com. from Manistique Paper (1 page)

7/28/81 letter to Mich. Dept. of Public Health from MDNR (2 pages)
9/1/81 memo from W. Busby to R. Courchaine (2 pages)

9/22/81 memo from D. Williams to J. Bal (1 page)

10/13/81 letter to T. Halvorsen from Mich. Water Resources Com. (! page)

A e

1982
1. 2/7/82 facility inspection report {1 page)
2. 12/9/82 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

1983

1. 12/5/83 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
2. 12/7/83 memo from G. Klepper to W. Work (1 page}

1984

1. Survey comments (1 page)

2. 3/28/84 Verbal communication report (1 page)

3. 11/2/84 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

1985

6/22/85 letter to L. Christensen from A. Palladino (2 pages)

7/02/85 Facility Inspection Report (1 page)

10/1/835 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

11/26/85 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

12/4/85 memo to T. McGarry from S. Casey (1 page)

12/10/85 letter to Chippewa Co. Health Dept. from Luce-Mackinac-
Alger-Schoolcraft Health Dept. (1 page)

A e



1986

0P W

2/27/86 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
3/4/86 memo to G. Guenther from J. Bohunsky (1 page)
3/31/86 memo to File fromk S. Casey (1 page)
Reference to 5/20 letter (1 page)

6/17/86 memo to File from D. Roycraft {1 page)

7/1/86 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
7/1/86 NPDES Compliance Inspection Report (1 page)
7/29/86 memo to A. Leder from P. Gehring (1 page)
9/5/86 MDNR telecon (1 page)

1987

Al IS ad

1987 Citizens letter (1 page)

2/9/87 letter to MDNR from UP Engineering and Arch. (1 page)
2/23/87 letter to UP Engineering from MDNR (1 page)

3/87 Report on Soil Samples {5 pages)

3/5/87 memo to T. Work from R. Johns (1 page)

4/17/87 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (3 pages)
5/21/87 letter to Bittner Engineering from MDNR (1 page)
6/5/87 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

6/22/87 message from Luce Mackinac Alger Schoolcraft District
Health Dept. (1 page)

. 7/87 Water Leachate Report (3 pages)

. 9/17/87 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (1 page)
. 9/29/87 memo to J. Rydquist from R. Hack (1 page)

. 9/9/87 NPDES Compliance Inspection Report (1 page)

. 10/7/87 memo to R. Hack from S. Casey (1 page)

. 10/21/87 memo to R. Hack from R. Schmeling (1 page)

. 11/19/87 telecon to File from Steve (1 page)

1988

WS R DN

10.
11

1/88 Hydrogeological Study (54 pages)
1/11/88 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
1/28/88 memo to R. Schmeling from C. Clark (1 page)
3/31/88 letter to Bitiner Eng. from MDNR (1 page)
4/26/88 memo to R. Schmeling from C. Smith (1 page)
7/14/88 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (2 pages)
7/20/88 letter to MDNR from Bittner Eng. (1 page)
8/18/88 letter to. MDNR from Bittner Eng. (1 page) .
9/15/88 letter to MIDNR from Honigman Miller Schwartz and Cohn
(6 pages)
10/11/88 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
11/22/88 memo to R. Schmeling from J. Peck (1 page)



1989

R AR

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

1/6/8% memo to J. Rydquist from R. Schmeling (1 page)
1/10/89 letter to MDNR from R. Hykan (1 page)

1/17/89 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
1/18/89 letter to MDNR from R. Hykan (1 page)

1/18/89 letter toc MDNR from Manistique Paper (4 pages)
1/24/89 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (2 pages)
2/6/89 memo to D. Dennis from R. Schmeling (2 pages)

-2/15/89 letter to MDNR from I. Polito (2 pages)

4/5/89 NPDES Compliance Inspection Report (2 pages)
5/2/89 Monitoring Location drawings {1 page)
5/3/89 letter to MDNR from D. Bittner (2 pages)
5/22/89 memo to R. Schmeling from S. Harrington (5 pages)
7/17/89 letter to MDNR from D. Bittner (1 page)
8/22/89 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (2 pages)
10/2/89 letter to MDNR from D. Bittner (2 pages)
10/16/89 memo to S. Meier from C. Smith (1 page)
11/28/89 letter to Bittner Engineering from MDNR (2 pages)

1990
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7/26/90 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

9/17/90 telecon to Gary from Ron (1 page)

9/19/90 telecon to Ron from Jack (2 pages)

1990 NPDES Permit (9 pages)

1990 drafi permit conditions (1 page) _

11/5/90 Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity form (3 pages)

1991

1.
2.
3.

3/15/91 memo to R. Cyrenne from L. Christensen {1 page)
3/27/91 case report log (1 page)
3/27/91 spill report (1 page)

1992

1.
2.

5/4/92 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
9/29/92 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

1993

Noaunhs L=

2/1/93 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
3/3/93 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
4/24/93 memo to R. Schmeling from D. Roskoskey (1 page)
6/23/93 summary of Manistique Paper meeting (2 pages)
7/15/93 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
8/5/93 memo to Rydquisj from C. Clark (1 page)

8/13/93 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (5 pages)



8. 8/20/93 Water Sample Analysis (6 pages)

9. 8/25/93 letter to Manistique Paper from D. Pape (1 page)
10. 10/6/93 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)
11. 10/18/93 Manistique Documents File Index (5 pages) -

12. 11/3/93 fax to D. Bittner from West. Michigan Envir. Sves. (3 pages)
13. 11/10/93 letter to MDNR from R. Smith (1 page)

14. 10/10/93 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
15. 11/12/93 memo to J. Rydquist from F. Opolka (1 page)
16. 11/17/93 memo to Rydquisj from C. Clark (1 page)

17. 11/18/93 letter to R. Smith from MDNR (1 page)

18. 11/30/93 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

1994

2/2/94 memo to S. Schaefer from C. Clark (1 page)

2/3/94 memo to R. Schmeling from C. Smith (1 page)
2/3/94 memo to S. Schaefer from C. Smith (1 page)

2/4/94 memo to D. Roskoskey from R. Schmeling (1 page)
2/11/94 letter to Manistique Paper from US Dept. of Ag. (2 pages)
2/25/94 memo to C, Clark from S. Schaefer (1 page)

3/1/94 Closure Plan (7 pages)

3/2/94 memo to Schmeling from J. Rydquist (1 page)

4/94 Project/Site Request form (1 page)

. 4/2'1/94 District Quality Review Signature form (1 page)

. 5/11/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

. 5/20/94 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (5 pages)

. 5/20/94 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (1 page)

. 7/13/94 memo to J. Rydquist from C, Clark (1 page)

. 7/15/94 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (2 pages)

. 7/277/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

. 8/3/94 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

. 8/8/94 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (13 pages)
. 8/16/94 memo to J. Sygo from D. Roskoskey (1 page)

. 8/22/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

. 9/8/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

. 9/12/94 memo to J. Rydquist from B. Veneberg (1 page)

. 9/22/94 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)

. 10/4/94 to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

. 10/5/94 memo to J. Rydquist from M. Ring (2 pages)

. 10/10/94 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (1 page)
. 10/11/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNr (3 pages)

. 10/12/94 letter to MDNR from Manistique Paper (1 page)
. 10/17/94 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (2 pages)
. 10/26/94 memo to Veneberg from Lusko (3 pages)

. 10/28/94 letter to Bittner Engineering from MDNR (1 page)
. 10/31/94 letter to MDNR from C. Rast (4 pages)
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33. 11/14/94 letter to Manistique Paper from MDNR (1 page)

1985
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g.

1/3/95 letter to N. Hendricks fromr MDNR (1 page)

1/18/95 memo to M. Ring from C. Smith (1 page)

1/23/95 memo to Schmeling from L. Moss (1 page)

1/31/95 letter to MDNR from Bittner Engineering (4 pages)
2/15/95 letter to Bittner Engineering from MDNR (1 page}
3/8/95 Complaint (7 pages)

5/3/95 letter to USEPA from MDNR (2 pages)

6/25/95 letter to USEPA from S. Drresch (1 page)

MDNR manifests (48 pages)

10.Act 307 Master Data Form (1 page)
11 Manistique Paper Process Water Flow Diagram (2 pages)
12 Proof of Service and Brief (80 pages)
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] PROGRAN MANAGEMENT BRANCH
Freedom of Infermation Act Raqu@sﬁm&- Pesticides & Toxics Division

5. EPA o
05-RIN-00797-97 A= REGION 5

Requestes: KRISTIN C KETZLER Request Date: 63i31/97
Company: HOMIGMAN MRELLER Date Received: #4j02/97

SCHWARTZ AND

COHE

Acknewiedged: 0402/97
Fee Category: CORMMERCIAL
Subjeet; HANISTIOUE PAPERS INC
Lead Office: 05-WPT
Assigned to: 05-0RC. 05-WPY
Criginal Due Date: B Mew Due Date:
Fee Waiver
Requested: NO
FIS initials: LH
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

1. SEPARATE REPLIES 2. WPT ISSUE
COMBINED BILLING 3. PROGRAM OFFICE  REC'D BY:
SEND YOUR BILLING TO WPT, MARY
VILLARREAL, HSM 7J, 6-7438 4. CALL
REQUESTOR WITH COST ESTIMATE

DATE



MAR-31-199% 17:dn HMS2.C ENVIIRO. J13 25¢ 7244 F.A1-63

Law Offices
HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN ,
A Partnership Including Profassional Corporations Lansing Beach
2290 First National Building ‘;‘;ﬁ;: #im Beac

Detrolt, Michigan 48226-3583

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL COVER SHEET

DATE: March 37, 1357

TO: Diane M. Sharrow, Esq. COMPANY: EPA-BRegion V
FAX NO: 372-353-4788 CITYISTATE: Chicago. Hinois
FROM: Kristin C. Ketzler SENDER'S DIRECT DIAL: (3713 256-7896

NUMBER COF PAGES IKCLUDING COVER SHEET: 3
IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES,

PLEASE CALL FAX OPERATOR AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AT (313) 256-7308
TO TRANSMIT TO US CALL (313) 962-0176.

MESSAGE FOR RECIPIENT:

iz
e

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIE FACSIMILE MAY BE CONFIDENTIAL AND MAY ALSO 88 SUBJECT TO THE
ATTCRNEY-CUENT PRIVILEGE OR MAY CONSTITUTE PRIVILEGED WORK PARGDUCT. The information iz intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended racipiant, or the agent or employee
responzible to deliver it to the intendad racipient, yvou are hereby notified that any uss, dissemination, distribution or copying
of this commumication may he subjact to legal restriction of sanetion. I you have recelved this facsimile in error, please
rotify us immadiately by telephone, to arrange for return or destruction of the information and &l copies. Thank you.

Transmitted By! Verified By: Time:
Data: Time Sent: Al P Time Completed:
Times Attempted: 1. 2. 3. Total Number of Cails:

COMMENTS:




" Law Offices
HOMIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN

A Partnership Including Professionsl Corparstions ﬁ”fmg i Bosch
2280 First National Building TE“*;;;;E m Beac
Detroit, Michigan 48226-3583

?ACS!MELE TRANSMITTAL COVER SHEET

BATE: March 37, 1957

TO: Disne M. Sharrow, Esq. COMPANY: £PA-Region V
FAX BO: 372-353-4788 CITYISTATE: Chicsgo, Hinois
FROM: Kristin C. Ketzler SENDER'S DIRECT DHAL: (373) 256.76886

NURMEER OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER SHEET: 3

IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES,
PLEASE CALL FAX OPERATOR AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AT (313) 256-7308
TC TRANSMIT TO US CALL {313) 962-0176.

MESSAGE FOR RECIPIENT:

uuazo 2o
== =

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE MAY BE CONFIDENTIAL AND MAY ALSO BE SUBJECT TO THE
ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE OR MAY COMATITUTE PRIVILEGED WORK PRODUCT. The information is intended eonly for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addrazsed. If vou are not the intended recipient, or the agent or employes
responsible to deliver if to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or cepying
of this communication may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. If vou heve received this facsimile in error, please
natify us immediately by telephons, {9 aivange for retum or destruction of tha information and all copies. Thank you.

Transiittad By: ' Verified By:_ Tirne:

Date: "Time Sent: AM M Time Completed:
Times Attempted: 1. 2. 3. Total Number of Calls:

MMENTSE:




CHAR-31-1997 17147 HMz2C ERLIROM.

HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ anND COHN

Diane M. Sharrow, Esq.
March 31, 1997

Page 2

cC.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Kristin C. Ketzler

Deborah Garber, Esq.

Office of Regional Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 W. Jackson Blvd,

Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590

Tax: 312-886-7160

Ann: C-29A
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HoNIGMAN MILLER ScHwaARTZ AND COHNM

& PARTHNIASHIC IHELWDING PROMTCOEIDRAL COMMORATIIND

2EBO FIRST NATIOMAL BUILDING
BETROIT, MICHIGAN 4R228- 26823

AR N3 SBE-OITS

RAISTIN &. RETZLER WEST PALM BEACH, PLORIBA

TELEPHONE: (3131 266-7898 o O W‘? LANBING, MICHIGAN
- TAMPA, FLORIDA

Mareh 31, 1997
VIA FACSIMILE Cha? : o

\/imhigmlw isconsin Section U‘) \QU-N

Enforcement & Compliance Assurance Branch ;
Wastc, Pesticide and Toxics Division
U.5. [avironmental Protection Agency, Reglon V

77 West Jackson Boulevard O KG

Chicago, Llinois 60604-35%0
Aftn: DRE-8]

Re: Manistique Papers, Inc. - Residusls Management Area

Dear Ms. Sharrow:

Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, 5 11.8.C. § 551 ef seq., | hereby request a
copy of any and all documents within the U.8. Environmental Protection Agency’s Resovrce
Conversation and Recovery Act file regarding Manistique Papers, Inc.’s Residuals Managenent
Arcy, lucated al 453 3. Mackinge Road, Manistiue, Michigan (EPA 1D No. MID 981192628).
This request includes, but is not limited {0, copies of any citizen suit notices, demands,
correspondence, photographs and related materials, and suy materials received from the Great
Lakes Environmental Assessment Section of the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
("MDEQ"), Surface Water Quality Division, However, this request does not include copies of
documents obtained from any other section of MDEQ or other slate agency. With respect to
documents in the file submitted by MDEQ, please provide me with a letailed list of all files or

describe these documents with specificiiyincluding on the list the dates covered by the files, the
file names, and file categories,

If you have any questions or expect the costs associated with processing this request to
exceed 3100, please contact me &t the direct dial telephone number 2bove before proceeding.

Please send responsive documents to my attention.



Reguestor:

Coempany:

Fee Catagory:

Subject:

Lead Office:

Assigned to:

Original Due Date;

Fee Waiver
Requested:

FiS Initials:

LA T

Enl77 7

RECELVE]

APR © 2 1997
PROGRAM MAMAGEMENT BRANCH

Freedom of Informatien Act Reguestiaste Pesticides & Toxics Divksion

05-RIN-00797-97

KRISTIN C KETZLER  Request Date:

HBN?GMAN MEILLER Date Received:
SCHWARTZ AND
COHN

- Acknowledged:
COMBAERCIAL

MANISTIGUE PAPERS INC

05-WPT

05-0RC, 05-WPT

04/16/97  New Dus Date:

NG

LH

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

1. SEPARATE REPUIES 2. WPT ISSUE
COMBINED BILLING 3. PROGRAM OFFICE  REC'D BY:
SEND YOUR BILLING TO WPT, MARY
VILLARREAL, HSM 7J, 87439 4. CALL
REQUESTOR WITH COST ESTIMATE

U.S. EPA--REGION 5

03131197
04102197

04/02/97

DATE



PERMIT NO. MI003166

MICHIGAN PEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act. as amended. (33 U.S.C. 1231 ct seq: the
"Federal Act"), Michigan Act 451, Public Acts of 1994, as amended (the "Michigan Act"). Par‘ts 3 [ and 41. and Michigan
Executive Orders 1991-31, 1993-£ and 1995-18.

Manistique Papers, Inc.
453 South Mackinac Street
Manistique. Michigan 49854

A

is authorized to discharge from a facility located at

433 South Mackinac Street
Manistique, Michigan 49854

designated as Manistique Papers Inc

to the receiving water named the Manistique River in accordance with effluent limitations. monitoring requirements and
other conditions st forth in this permit.

This permit takes effect immediately upon the date of issuance. Any person who is aggrieved by this permit may file a
swomm petition with the Office of Administrative Hearings of the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality, setting
forth the conditions of the permit which are being challenged and specifying the grounds for the challenge. The
Department may reject any petition filed more than 60 days after {ssnance as being untimely. Upon granting of a
contested case, the Department shall review the permit to determine which contested conditions shall be stayed until the
Department takes its fihal action. If a condition contested by the applicant is a requirement placed on wastewater covered
by a new or increased discharge authorization, such increased discharge authorization shall be stayved until the
Department takes final action. All other conditions of the pertnit remain in full effect. If the contested condition is a
modification of a previous permit condition and the Department determines the contested condition shall be stayed, then
such previous condition remains in effect until the Department takes final action.

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at midnight, October 1, 2000. In order to receive authorization
to discharge beyond the date of expiration, the permittes shall submit an application which contains such information and
forms as are required by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality to the Marquetie District Supervisor of the
Surface Water Quality Division by April 1, 2000

In accordance with Section 324.3118 of the Michigan Act, the permiitee shall make payvment of a $200.00 annual storm
water fee to the Department, which shall be postmarked no later than March 15 of sach year,

This permit is based on a complete application submitted on Mairch 23, 1993, The provisions of this permit are severable.
After notice and opportunity for a hearing, this permit may be modified, suspended, or revoked in whole or in part during
its term in accordance with applicable laws and rules, On its effective date this permit shail supersede NPDES Permit
No. MI0003 166, expiring October 1, 1995, and Certificate of Coverage No. MIR14MO03, issued September 28, 1994,
which is revoked when superseded by this permit.

Issued June 13, 1997

Ll oo G ae

William E. McCracken
Chief, Permits Section
Surface Water Quality Division
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PART I

Section A. Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

1.

Final Effluent Limitations, Qutfall 004

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting until the expiration dite of this permit. the
permittee is authorized to discharge a maximum of two million (2,000 000) gallons per dav of noncontact cooling water
and vacuum pump seal water from outfall 004 to the Manistique River. Such discharge shail be limited and monitored
by the pennittee as specified below.

Quantity of Loading Quality br Concentration
Monthly  Daily Daily Maonthiv ~ Daily Freguency  Sample
Parameter Average Masimum Units Minimum Averave Maximum Units of Analvsis  Tyvpe
Flow (report)  (report) MGD - --- Daily Report Total
Daily Flow
BOD; - - — - (report)  (report) mg/} Daily 24-Hr. Composite
Total Suspended ,
Solids - --- - -- {report)  (repor) mg/l Daily 24-Hr. Composite
Temperature - - - - (report)  (report) °F Weekiy Reading
“all Observation  (report) -—~- — - - — - Daily Visual
a, Narrative Standard
The receiving water shall contain no unnatural turbidity, color, oil film, floating solids, foams. settleable solids,
or deposits as a result of this discharge,
b. Monitoring Location
Samples, measurcments, and observations taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements above shall be
taken prior to discharge to the Manistique River.
c. Qutfall Observation :
Any unusual characteristics of the discharge {i.e., unnatural turbidity, color, oil film, floating solids. foams.
settleable solids, or deposits) shall be reported within 24 hours to the Marquette District Supervisor of the
Surface Water Quality Division followed with a written report within five (3) days detailing the findings of the
investigation and the steps taken to correct the condition.
d. Water Treatment Additives

In the event the permittes proposes the use or discharge of a water treatment additive that has not previously
been approved by the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Diviston. the permittes shatl
notify the Marquette District Supervisor. Written approval from the Marquette District Supervisor to discharge
the additive at a specified level shall be obtained prior to discharge by the permittee.
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PART I

Section A. Limitations and Monitdring Requirements

2.

Final Effluent Limitations, Outfall 006

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting until the expiration date of this permit. the
permittee 1s authorized to discharge a maximum of six million (6,000.000) gallons per dav of secondary treated process
wastewater from outfall 006 to the Manistique River. Such discharge shall be limited and monitered by the permitice as
specified below.

Ouantity of Loading Quulity or Concentration

Mounthty  Daily Daily Monthly  Daily Frequency  Sample |
Parameter Average Maximum Units Minimum Average Maximum Units of Analvsis  Tvpe
Flow (report)  (report) MGD --- - -- - Daily Report Total '
Daily Flow I
BOD; -- - - - {report)  (report) mg/l Daily 24-Hr. Composite
Total Suspended Solids ~ --- --- --- . (report)  (report) mg/l Daily 24-Hr. Composite |
pH (Standard Units) - --- - 3.3 - 9.0 S.U. Daily Grab
Phosphorus, Total (as P) --- - --- --- - (report) mg/l Quarterly 24-Hr. Composite
coac, Total -—- -- - --- - (report) gl Quarterly 24-Hr. Composite
Silver, Total - - - - - {report) ng/l Quarterly 24-Hr. Composite
Copper, Total - --- - - - (repor) pLgfl Quarterly 21-Hr. Composite
Outfall Observation  (report) - - --- --- - —as Daily Visual

Warrative Standard

The receiving water shall contain no unnatural turbidity, color. oil film. floating solids, foams. setileable solids.
or deposits as a result of this discharge.

Monitoring Location
Samples, measurements, and observations taken in compliance with the menitoring requirements above shall be
taken prior to discharge to the Manistique River.

Outfall Observation

Anv unusual characteristics of the discharge (i.e.. unnatural turbidity, color, oil film, floating solids. foams.
settleable solids, or deposits) shall be reported within 24 hours to the Marquette District Supervisor of the
Surface Water Quality Division followed with a written report within five (3) davs detailing the findings of the
investigation and the steps taken to correct the condition.

Metal and Phosphorus Analysis

U.S. EPA approved analytical methods shall be used. Metals and phospharus shall be anatyzed at or below the
following detection levels unless higher levels are appropriate because of sample matrix interference: total zinc,
10 pg/l: total copper, 1 pg/l: total silver, 0.2 ug/l; and total phosphorus. 10 pg/l. The permittee shall ensure that
analyses are conducted with sufficient QA/QC to provide confidence in low-leve!l analvtical results.
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€. Request for Reduced Monitering Frequency
After 8 quarters of menitoring for total phosphorus. total zinc. total silver. and total copper. the permittee may
request reduced monitoring frequency for these parameters.  This request shall be submitted to the Marquette
District Supervisar of the Surface Water Quality Division. The Marquette District Supervisor mayv deny the
request for reduced monitoring. or require additional monitoring at the stated frequency before making a
deciston, or approve the request if these chemicals do not have a reasonable potential of violating the Michigan
Water Quality Standards. Upon receipt of written approval from the Marquette District Supervisor. the permittee
may reduce the monitoring frequency as directed.

f. Water Treatment Additives
In the event the permittee proposes the use or discharge of a water treatment additive that has not previously
been approved by the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Divisicn. the permittee shall
notify the Marquette District Supervisor. Written approval from the Marquette District Supervisor to discharge

the additive at a specified level shali be obtained prior to discharge by the permistee.
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PARTI

Section A. Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

3.  Final Effluent Limitations, Outfalis 004, 005, and 006

During the peried beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting untii the expiration date of this permit. the
permittee is authorized to discharge a maximum of eight million (8.000,000} gallens per day of treated process
wastewater. noncontact cooling water. and vacuum pump seal water from outfalls 004, 005 and 00G to the Manistique
River. Such discharges shail be limited bv the permittee as specified below. Loadings shall be calculated as the sum of

the loading from the three outfalls.

Quantity of Loading

Quality or Concentration

Monthly  Daily

Parameter Averave Maximum Units

Daily
Minimum Averave

Mouathly

Daily

Maximum Units

Frequency
of Analvsis

Sumple
Tvpe

Tier 1 -- Production Rate of 400 Tons/Dav or Less

BOD;, Summation of
Year-round 4,644 3.941 Ibs/day - - - --- Daily Totals
Total Suspended Summation of
Solids (year-round) 6,397 L1.881 lbs/dav - -—- - - Daily Totals
i.of 2 — Production Rate Between 401 and 465 Tons/Dayv
BOD,
Cct. 1 - Apr. 30 5.399 10,394 lbs/day --- - n-- --- Daily Summation of
May 1 - Sep. 30 5,399 8.976 Ibs/dav --- - - --- Daily Totals
Total Suspended Summation of
Solids (vear-round) 7,437 13.812 lbs/day amm -—-- --- --- Dailv Totals
Tier 3 -- Production Raie Between 466 and 525 Tons/Dav
BOD;
Oct. 1 - Apr. 30 6,095 11.735 lbs/dav --- e - == Daily Summation of ~
May 1 - Sep. 30 6.095 8.976 ~lbs/day --- - - --- Daily Totals
Total Suspended Summation of
Solids (vear-round) 8.396 13.5394 Ibs/day --- e -—- --- Daily Totals
a. Reporting on Tiered Limits

The permittee shall report the mass of BOD: and totat suspended solids discharged under the appropriate tier sets
of limits, depending upon the production rate. and indicatg zere (0) flow on the discharge monitering reports not
used. The production rate shall be calculated by dividing the total monthly production by the number of
production days in the month. The permittee shall report on a semi annual basis. the production rate for each
month of this period, in tons/day. to the Marquette District Superviser of the Surface Water Quality Division.
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PARTI
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4.  Special Condition - Discharge from Outfall 005

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit and lasting untii the expiration date of this permit. the
permittee is authorized to discharge a maximum of six miflion (6.000.000) gatlons per dav of primary treated process
wastewater from outfall 005 to the Manistique River. Such discharge shall occur only during perieds when the activated
sludge system. secondary clarifier. or the piping convevance system between the primary and secondary treatment
systems are out of service. Effluent limitations as set forth for outfall 006, Part [ A2, will apply in all instances.
Monitoring shalt be daily during periods of discharge. In the event outfall 005 is used for discharge. the Marquette
District Office of the Suiface Water Quality Division shait be petified immediately by telephone.

5. Chlorophenolic-Containing Biocides Restriction

The permittee is prohibited from using chlorophenotic-containing biocides. In the event the permittee desires to use such
biocides, the permittee may request modification of the permit. The permit may be modified in accordance with
applicable laws and rules to include effluent limitations for pentachlorophenoti and trichlcrophenol. and any other
Tequirements necessary to protect the receiving waters.

Preventine Pollution is the Best Solution

The Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) encourages vou to consider pollution prevention
alternatives. In some cases pollution prevention may allow you to avoid the need to discharge pollutants which
would otherwise require permit limitations -- or even avoid the need for permits altegether! Pollution prevention
can:

Save Money

Reduce Waste

Aid Permit Compliance
Protect Our Environment
Improve Corporate Image
Reduce Liability

KARAFA

The DEQ is helping Michigan’s industries save money. reduce waste and protect our environment through poilution
prevention. DEQ staff can provide pollution prevention assistance through telephone consultations. technical
workshops and seminars, and informational publications. They can alse put vou directly in touch with local support
networks and national pollution prevention resources. For more information. contact the Michigan Department of
Environmental Quality. Envircnmental Assistance Division, at 1-800-662-9278 or visit our homepage at
http://www.deq.state.mi.us
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PART I

Section A. Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

6.  Acute Toxicity Testing, Qutfall 006

The permittee shall conduct acute toxicity tests on fathead minnows two times during cach annual cyvcle beginning on
September 1, 1997, using process wastewater effluent from outfall 306. The tests shall be conducted during different
product runs, if possible. Testing and reporting procedures shall follow procedures contained in EPA/GO0/-90/027F
"Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity of Effluents to Freshwater and Marine Organisms". Toxicily test data
acceptability is contingent upon the validation of the test method by the testing laboratory. Such vaiidation shall be
submitted to the Department upon request. The final report on the tests shall be submitted to the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division within 30 da};é after completion of the last test of each annuai cyvcle.
Test results also shall be made available upon request by the Department. The Marquette District Supervisor may change
the frequency of these toxicity tests based upon the results of the first yearsdata. ¢ /> ». 7 2

The Surface Water Quality Division will review the toxicity data submitted by the permittee to determine if the toxicity
requirements of Rule 82 (Rule 323.1082 of the Michigan Administrative Code) are being satistied.

a. If the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are not being met, upon written notification by the Marquette District
Supervisor, the following conditions apply. Within 90 days of the abeve notification. the permittee shall
tmplement a Toxicity [dentification/Reduction Evaluation (T/RE). The objective of the TI/RE shall be to
reduce the toxicity of the final effluent from outfail 006 to acceptable levels within three (3) vears of
notification. The following documents are available as guidance to reduce toxicity to acceptable levels: Phase [,
EPA/600/6-91/003; Phase [I, EPA/600/R-92/080: and Phase III, EPA/600/R-92/081. The TI/RE shall include
quarterly acute toxicity tests of the discharge from outfalt 006 for the duration of the TI/RE. The tests shall be
conducted and reported as specified above. Upon approval of the Marquette District Supervisor, the tests may be
performed using the most sensitive species identified in the acute toxicity database. if a more sensitive species
cannot be identified, the acute toxicity tests shall be performed with both species. Annual reports on the
quarterly tests shall be submitted to the Marguette District Supervisor within 30 days of the compietion of the
last test of each annual cvcle.

b. If the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are close to being exceeded. upon written notification by the Marquette
District Supervisor, the permittee shall conduct quarterky acute toxicity tests on the final effluent from outfatl
006 for the life of the permit. The tests shall be conducted and reported as specified abgve. After one (1) vear,
the monitering frequency may be reduced upon approval of the Marquette District Superviser if the test data
indicate that the toxicity requirements of Rule 82 are consistently being met. Upon approval of the Marquette
District Supervisor, the acute toxicity tests may be performed using the more sensitive species identified in the
acute toxicity database. If a more sensitive species cannot be identified, the acute toxicity tests shail be
performed with both species. Annual reports on the quarterly tests shail be submitted to the Marquette District
Supervisor within 30 days of the completion of the last test of ecach annual cvcle.

c. This permit may be modified in accordance with applicable laws and rules to include additional whole effluent
toxicity control requirements as necessary.
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Section A. Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

7. Program for Effective Residuals Management (PERM)

a. Management and Disposal of Residuals
Ir: addition to the requirements in Part [[.D.7. herein. the permittee shall provide for the effective management
and/or disposal of residuals. i.e.. solids. sludges. ash. grit and other substances removed from or resulting from
treatment of the wastewater. Residuals disposal at the existing Residuals Management Area (RMA) shall be
accomplished in such manner that the disposal practices shall not result in uniawful potlution of the air. surface
waters or groundwaters of the state nor create nuisance-conditions. Such management and/or disposal program
shall be set forth in an vpdated "Pregram for Effective Residuals Management" (PERM) prepared by the
permittee. The program shall include. but is not limited to. the following:

B

b a management plan (treatment, transportation. storage, disposal. contingency plans):
2) an inventory of residuals production, storage, and disposal for a period of at least one vear
3) an analysis of the residuals meeting the waste characterization requirements of the Michigan

Act, Part 115, Rule 118: and

4 a hvdrogeological report meeting the requirements of the Michigan Act. Past 113, Rules 904
through 908,

The program shall be submitted to the Marguette District Supervisor of the Waste Management Division and the
.District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division on or before Julv 15 1997, Subsequent to approval.
disposal of residuals resulting from treatment of wastewater shall be in accordance with the program. If the
permittee desires to make any substantial changes in the program, such proposed changes shall be submitted to
and be approved by the Marquette District Supervisor of the Waste Management Division prior to
implementation. Substantial changes shall include, but not be limited to; a change in disposal method orsite: a
change in treatment method; a change in storage method or site; a change in monitering parameters or
monitoring frequency; an increase in application rate; or a change in residuals quantity or characteristics. Any
residual disposal inconsistent with the approved program shall be considered a viclatien of this permit.

b. Hydrogeological Report
As stated in Part 11.D.7.a.4) above, the permittee shall submit its hydrogeological report to the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Waste Management Division and the District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division
on or before July I35, 1997. On or before December 31, 1997, the permittes shall implement the approved
hydrogeological monitoring plan at the RMA
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Section A. Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

8. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

The permittee is authorized to discharge storm water associated with industrial activitics as defined in

40 CFR 122.26(b)(14). These storm water discharges shall be controlled in accordance with the requirements of this
special condition. The permittee shall develop a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (plan) in accordance with good
engiueering practices. The goal of the plan is to maximize control of significant materials (as defined in Part .A.8 k.)
and reduce the level of such materials in storm water so that storm water discharges will not cause a violation of
Michigan's Water Quality Standards. A schedule for achieving this goal is established in Part LA 8.a. To meet this goal,
the permittee shall develop a plan to achieve the following objectives;

- identifv a person or persons at the facility who shall have supervision over the inspection and management of
storm water controls and who is or will be certified under Part L A 8.a.1):

- identify sources of significant marerials (as defined in Part [ A 8 k.) that could mix with storm water and be
discharged from the facility (Part L A.8.c.);

- identify non-structural contrels to be usad at the source to prevent significant materials from entering storm
water (Part LA.8.d.);

- provide structural controls, if needed, to prevent significant materials from entering storm water. and to give
additional control or treatment for storm water that has become contaminated by significant materials
(Part LA.8.e.);

- ensure that the plan is regularly evaluated and updated (Part [LA.8.£):
- ensure that all non-storm water discharges are covered by an NPDES permit (Part L A.8.m.).

a. Schedule for Plan Preparation and Implementation
1) The permittee shall have a storm water operator certified by the Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality, as required by Section 3110 of the Michigan Act. The storm water centified operator shall have
supervision over the facility's storm water treatment and control measures included in the plan. This requirement
has been COMPLETED.

2) The permittee shall have a plan developed. The plan shali be reviewed and signed by the certified
storm water operator, and in accordance with Part L A.8.1. The permittee shail have certified in writing to the
Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division that the plan has been developed in
accordance with the requirements of this permit and that all non-storm water discharges are covered bv an
WNPDES permit. This requirement has been COMPLETED.

3) The permittee shall complete implementation of the pon-structural requirements of the pian (see
Part 1. A.8.d.} and shall certify in writing to the Marquette District Supervisor that the non-structural requirements
of the plan have been implemented. This requirement has been COMPLETED.

4y . On or before September 28, 1997, the permittee shall have completed construction of and put into
operation all structural storm water pollution control facilities identified in the plan (see Part LA.8.¢). The
permittee shall certify in writing to the Marquette District Supervisor that all stractural controls have been
completed.
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b.

Failure to Comply with Schedules for Plan Preparation and Implementation

Failure to meet the certification requirements and schedules listed in Part LA $.a. constitutes a vielation of this
permit. If such a violation should cccur, the permittee shall provide written notificatior within 14 calendar days
following the missed deadline to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Divisien. The
permittee's written notification shail include identification of the requirement not completed. an explanation of
the failure to meet the requirement. actions taken or planned by the permittes to correct the situation. and an
estimate of when the requirement will be met.

Source Identification ’

To identify potential sources of significant materials that can enter storm waier and subsequently be discharged
from the facility, the plan shall. at a minimum, include the following:

1} A site map identifving the following: buildings and other permanent structures: storage or disposal
areas for significant materials; storm water discharge outfalls (numbered for reference); lacation of storm water
inlets contributing to each outfall; location of NPDES permitted discharges cther than storm water: outlines of
the drainage areas contributing to each outfall: structural runeff controls or storm water treatment facilities: areas
of vegetation; areas of exposed and/or erodibie soils; impervious surfaces {roofs. asphalt. concrate): name and
location of receiving water(s): and areas of known or suspected impacts on surface waters as designated under
Part 201 of the Michigan Act.

2) An evaluation of the reasonable patential for centribution of significant materials to runoff from at least
the following areas or activities: loading, unloading, and other material handling operations: outdoor storage;
outdoor manufacturing or processing activities: significant dust or particulate generating processes. discharge
from rooftop vents, stacks and air emission controls: on-site waste disposal practices: maintenance and cleaning
of vehicles, machines and equipment; other appropriate areas: and sites of environmental contamination listed
under Part 201 of the Michigan Act.

3) A list of all significant matertals that could enter storm water. For each material listed. the plan shall
include the following descriptions:

a) ways in which each type of material has been or has reasonable potential to become exposed to storm
water (e.g., spillage during handling; leaks from pipes. pumps, and vessels; contact with storage piles:
waste handling and disposal; deposits from dust or overspray, etc.):

b) identification of the outfall or outfalls through which the material may be discharged if released:

c) a listing of oil and other polluting materials that have been spilled or {eaked over the three {3} vears
prior to the completion of the plan; the date. volume and exact location of release: and the action taken
to clean up the material and/or prevent exposure to storm water runoff or contamination of surface
waters of the state. Anyv release that occurs after the plan has been developed shall be controlled in
accordance with the plan and is cause for the plan to be updated as appropriate within 14 calendar days
of obtaining knowledge of the spill or loss.

d) a summary of existing storm water discharge sampling data (if available) describing pollutants in storm
water discharges associated with industrial activity at the facility. This summary shail be accompanied
by a description of the suspected source(s} of the pollutants detected.
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d.

Preventive Measures and Source Conirols, Non-Structural
To prevent significant materials from contacting storm water at the source. the plan shall. at a minimum. include
the following non-structural controls: *

1) Description of a program for routine preventive maintenance which includes requirements for
inspection and maintenance of storm water management and control devices ( e.g.. cleaning of cil/water
separators and catch basins) as well as inspecting and testing plant equipment and svstems to uncover conditions
that could cause breakdowns or failures resulting in discharges of pollutants to surface waters. A log of the
inspection and corrective actions shall be maintained on file by the permittee, and shalf be retined in
accordance with Part LA 8.h.

2) A schedule for comprehensive inspection of equipment. plant areas. and structural pollution prevention
and treatment controls to be performed at least once every six (6) months. A report of the results of the
comprehensive inspection shall be prepared and retained in accordance with Part LA 8.5 The report shall
identify anv incidents of non-compliance with the plan. When a report does not identify any incidents of
non-compliance, the report shall contain a certification that the facility is in compliance with this plan.

3 A description of good housekeeping procedures to maintain a clean, orderly facility.

4) The plan shall specify material handling procedures and storage requirements for significant materials.
Equipment and procedures for cleaning up spills shall be identified in the plan and made available to the
appropriate personnel. The procedures shall identify measures to prevent the spilled materials from being
discharged into storm water. The plan mav include. by reference. requirements of either a Pollution Incident
Prevention Plan (PIPP) prepared in accordance with the Part 5 Rules (Rules 323.1131 through 323.1169 of the
Michigan Administrative Code). or a Spill Prevention Contrel and Countermedsure {(SPCC) plan prepared in
accordance with 40 CFR 112,

3 Identification of arcas which, due o topography, activities, or other factors. have a high potential for
significant soil erosion. The plan shall also identify measures used to controt soil erosion and sedimentatton.

&) A description of emplovee training programs which will be implemented to inform apprepriate
personnel at all levels of responsibility of the components and goals of the plan. The plan shall identify periedic
dates for such training,

) Identification of significant materials expected to be present in storm water discharges following
implementation of non-strictural preventative measures and source controls.

Structural Controls for Prevention and Treatment

Where impiementation of the measures required by Part I A.8.d. does not control storm water discharges in
accordance with Part [ A.8., the plan shall provide a description of the location, function, and design criteria of
structural controls for prevention and treatment. Structural controls may be necessary:

b to prevent uncontaminated storm water from contacting or being contacted bv significant matenials.

2) if preventive measures are not feasible or are inadequate to keep significant materials out of the storm
water. Structural controls shall be used to treat. divert, recvcle. reuse or otherwise manage storm swater in a
manner that reduces the level of significant matertals in the storm water and provides compliance with
Michigan's Water Quality Standards as identified under Part LAS1L
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£

Keeping Plans Current

1) The permittee shall review the plan no later than March 28. 1998 and annually thereafier.

Based on the review, the permittee shall amend the plan as needed to ensure continued compliance with the
terms and conditions of this permit. The plan shall also be updated or amended whenever changes at the facility
increase or have the potential to increase the exposure of significant materials to storm water. or when the plan is
determined by the permittee or the Marquette Diistrict Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division to be
ineffective in achieving the general objectives of controlling pollutants in storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity, Updates based an increased activityat the facility shall include a description of how the
permittee intends to controf any new sources of significant materials in accordance with the requirements of
Parts [A8.c..LA8d.and LARe

) The Marquette District Supervisor or authorized representative may notify the permittee at any time that
the plan does not meet minimum requirements. Such notification shall identify why the plan does not meet
minimum requirements, The permittee shall make the required changes to the plan within 30 days atter such
notification from the Marquette District Supervisor or autherized representative. and shall submit to the
Marquette District Supervisor a written certification that the requested changes have been made.

Signature and Plan Review

I§] The plan shail be signed by the storm water certified operator and by either the permittee or an
authorized representative in accordance with Part [LA.8.1. The plan shall be retained on site of the facility which
generates the storm water discharge.

2) The permittee shall make plans, reports. log books, runoff quality data. and supporting documents
available upon request to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division or autharized
representative.

Record Keeping
The permittee shall maintain records of all inspection and maintenance activities. Recerds shall also be kept

describing incidents such as spills or other discharges that can affect the quality of storm water runoff., All such
records shall be retained for three (3) vears.

Water Quality Standards

At the time of discharge, there shall be no viclation of the Michigan Water Quality Standards (Rules 323, 1041
throngh 323.1117 of the Michigan Administrative Code) in the receiving waters as a result of the storm water
discharge. This requirement includes, but is not iimited to, the following conditions:

1} In accordance with Rule 30 (Rule 323.1030 of the Michigan Administrative Code), the receiving waters
shall not have any of the following unnatural physical properties in quantities which are or may become injuricus
to any designated use: unnatural turbidity, color. ¢il film, floating solids. foams. settleable solids. suspended
solids, or deposits as a result of this discharge.

Py Any unusual characteristics of the discharge (1., unnatural turbidity. color. oil film. foating solids.
foams, settleable solids, or deposits) shall be reported immediately to the Marquette District Supervisor of the
Surface Water Quality Division followed with a written report within five (3) dayvs detailing the findings of the
investigation and the steps taken to correct the condition.

Requirements for Storm Water Discharges through Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems Serving a
Population of 100,000 or More.

On the effective date of this permit. the cities of Ann Arbor. Flint, Grand Rapids. Warren and Sterling Heights
have been identified as having separate storm sewer svstems serving a population of 100.00¢) or more.
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A storm water permit applicant or permitiee who discharges storm water associated with industrial activity

through a municipal separate storm sewer system serving a population of 100.000 or more shall do the following;
|8 Submit & copy of the application to the operator of the municipal svstem.
23 Comply with applicable requiremenss in municipal storm water management programs developed under

NPDES permits issued for the discharge of the municipal separate storm sewer svstem that receives the facility's
discharge, provided the discharger has been notified of such conditions.

3 Make the plan available to the operator of the municipal svstem upon request.

k. Significant Materials includes but is not limited to; raw materials: fuels; materials such as solvents. detergents,
and plastic pellets: finished materials such as metallic preducts: raw materials used in food processing or
production; hazardous substances designated under section 10114} of Comprehensive Envirenmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (see 40 CFR 372.65); anv chemical the factlity is required to report
pursuant to section 313 of Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act {EPCRA): sait and any
material on the Critical Materials Register pursuant to Section 3111 of the Michigan Act: fertilizers: pesticides:
and waste products such as ashes, slag and sludge that have the potential to be released with storm water
discharges.

L Signatory Requirements
All applications, reports or information submitted to the Department shall be signed and centified in accordance
with 40 CFR 122,22,

m, Prohibition of Non-storm Water Discharges
Discharges of material other than storm water shall be in compliance with an NPDES permit issued for the
discharge. Storm water shall be defined to include the following non-storm water discharges provided pollution
prevention controls for the non-storm water component are identified in the plan: discharges from fire hydrant
flushing, potable water sources including water line flushing, imgation drainage, lawn watering. routine building
wash down which does not use detergents or other compounds, pavement wash water where spills or leaks of
toxic or hazardous materials have not occurred (unless all spilled material have been removed) and where
detergents are not used, air conditioning condensate, springs, uncontaminated greundwater. and foundation or
footing drains where flows are not contaminated with process materials such as solvents. Discharges from fire
fighting activities are authorized by this permit. but do not have to be identified in the plan.
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Section A. Definitions
This [ist of definitions may include terms not applicable to this permit.

Acute toxic unit is 100 divided by the LC350 or 100 divided by the EC30 {with the LC30 or EC30) expressed as a
percentage).

Chronic texic unit is 160 divided by the MATC (with the MATC expressed as a percentage).

Daily maximum concentration is the sum of the concentrations of the individual samples of a parameter divided by the
number of samples taken during anv calendar dav. If the paramieter concentration in any sample is less than the detection
limit, regard that value as zero when calculating the daily maximuem concentration.

Daily maximum load is the total discharge by weight of a parameter discharged during any calendar day.

Daily minimum concentration is the minimum concentration of a parameter in any individual sample taken during any
calendar day.

District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division is located at the Marquette District Office. 1990 U8, 31
South, Marquette, Michigan 49833, telephone: 906-228-6561 (fax: 906-228-3243),

District Supervisor of the Waste Management Division is located at the Marquette District Office. 1990 U.S. 41 South,
Marquette, Michigan 49853, telephone; 806-228-6561 (fax: 906-228-3243).

Division of Drinking Water and Radiological Protection, Michigan Department of Epvironmental Quality mailing
address is P.O. Box 30630, Lansing, Michigan 48909-8130.

Division of Health Facility Development, Michigan Bepartment of Commerce mailing address is P.O. Box 30193,
Lansing, Michigan 48909,

EC50 (median effect concentration) is the concentration of the effluent predicted by the acute toxicity test results to
produce an adverse effect in 50% of the test organism population in a given time interval,

Fecal coliform bacteria monthiy (30-day) average is the geometric mean of the samples collected in a calendar month.
Fecal coliform bacteria 7-day average is the geometric mean of the samples collected.'m any 7-day period.

Flow Propertioned sample is a composite sample with the sample volume proportional to the effluent flow.

Grab sample is a single sample taker} at neither a set time nor flow.

Interference is a discharge which, alone or in conjunction with a discharge or discharges from other sources, both:

1) inhibits or disrupts the POTW, its treatment processes or operations, or its sludge processes. use or disposal; and

2) therefore, is a cause of a violaticn of any requirement of the POTW's NPDES permit {including an increase in the
magnitede or duration of a violation) or, of the prevention of sewage sludge use or disposal in compliance with the
following statutory provisions and regulations or permits issued thersunder (or more stringent state or local regulations):
Sectiont 405 of the Clean Water Act, the Solid Waste Disposal Act (SWDA) {including Title lI. more commonly referrad
to as the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), and including state regulations contained in anyv state sludge
management plan prepared pursuant to Subtitde D of the SWDA), the Clean Air Act, the Toxic Substances Control Act,
and the Marine Protection., Research and Sanctuaries Act. [This definition does not apply to sample matrix interference. ]

LC50 (median lethal concentration) is the concentration of the effluent predicted by the acute toxicity test results to kill
30% of the test organism population in a given time interval.
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MATC is the maximum acceptable toxicant concentration obtained by calculating the geometric mean of the lower and
upper chronic limits frem a chronic toxicity test,

Monthly (36-day) average concentration is the sum of the concenirations of the individual samples divided by the
number of samples taken during a reporting month, If the parameter concentration in any sample is less than the
detection limit, regard that value as zero when calculating menthly average concentration.

Moathly (30-day) average lguad is the sum of the daily maximum loads of a parameter divided by the number of daily
maximum loads in the reporting menth. If the parameter concentration in anv sample is less than the detection limit.
regard that value as zero when calculating monthly average concentration.

National Pretreatment Standards are the reguiations promulgated by or to be promulgated by the Federal
Environmental Protection Agency pursuant to Section 307(b) and (¢) of the Federal Act. The standards estabiish
nationwide timits for specific industrial categories for discharge (o a POTW,

Noncontact Cooling Water is water used for cooling which does not come into direct contact with any raw material.
intermediate product, by-product, waste product or finished product.

Nondomestic user is any discharger to a POTW that discharges wastes other than or in addition to water-carried wastes
from toilet, kitchen, laundry, bathing or cther facilities used for household purposes. '

Pretreatment is reducing the amount of pollutants, eliminating pollutants, or altering the nature of pellutant properties to
a less harmful state prior to discharge into a public sewer. The reduction or alteration can be by physical. chemical. or
biological processes, process changes, or by other means. Dilution is not considered pretreatment unless expressly
authorized by an applicable National Pretreatment Standard for a particular industrial category.

POTW is a publicly owned treatment works.

Regional Administrator is the Region V Administrator, U.S. EPA, located at R-16J, 77 W. Jackson Blvd.. Chicago.
[llinois 60604. ’

7-day average concentration is the sum of the concentrations of the individual samples divided by the number of
samples taken during any 7 consecutive days in a calendar month. If the parameter concentration in any sample is less
than the detection limit. regard that value as zero when calculating the 7-day average concentration.

7-day average load is the sum of the weights of parameters discharged divided by the number of samples taken during
any 7 consecutive days in a calendar month. If the parameter concentration in any sample is less than the detection fimit,
regard that value as zero when calculating the 7-day average load.

Significant industrial user is a nondomestic user that: 1) is subject to Categorical Pretreatment Standards under 30 CFR

~ 403.6 and 40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N: or 2) discharges an average of 235,000 gallons per dav or more of process
wastewater to 2 POTW (excluding sanitary, noncontact cooling and beiler blowdown wastewater): contributes a process
wastestreamn which makes up five {5) percent or more of the average dry weather hvdraulic or organic capacity of the
POTW treatment plant; or is designated as such by the permittee as defined in 40 CFR 403.12(a) on the basis that the
industrial user has a reasonable potential for adversely affecting the POTW's treatment plant operation or violating any
pretreatment standard or requirement (in accordance with 40 CFR 403 .8(£){6)).

3-Portion Composite sample is a sample consisting of three equal volume grab samples collected at equal intervals over
an 8-hour period.

24-Hour Composite sample is a flow proportioned composite sample consisting of hourly or more frequent portions that
are taken over a 24-hour period.
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Section B. Monitoring Procedures

1. Representative Samples

Samples and measurements taken as required herein shall be representative of the volunie and nafurc of the monitored
discharge.

2. Test Procedures

Test procedures for the analysis of pollutants shall conform to regulations promulgated pursuant to Section 304(h) of the
Federal Act (40 CFR Part 136 - Guidelines Establishing Test Procedures for the Analysis of Pollutants). For parameters
not specified in the permit or covered by the regulations. test procedures shall be submitted for approval to the Marquette
District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division.

The permittee shall periodically calibrate and perform maintenance procedures on all analytical instrumentation at
intervals to ensure accuracy of measurements. The calibration and maintenance shall be performed as part of the
- permittee’s laboratory Quality Control/Quality Assurance program,

3. Instrumentation

The permittes shall periodically calibrate and perform maintenance procedures on all monitoring instrumentation at
intervals to ensure accuracy of measurements.

4.  Recording Results

For each measurement or sample taken pursuant to the requirements of this permit, the permittee shall recerd the
following information: 1) the exact place, date, and time of measurement or sampling; 2) the person(s) who performed
the measurement or sample collecticn; 3) the dates the analyses were performed; 4) the persor(s) who performed the
analyses; 5) the analytical techniques or methods used: 6) the date of and person respon51ble for equipment calibration;
and 7) the results of all required analyses.

A. Records Retention

All records and information resulting from the monitoring activities required by this permit including all records of
analyses performed and calibration and maintenance of instrumentation and recordings from continuous monitoring
instrumentation shall be retained for a minimum of three (3) vears, or longer if requested by the Regional Administrator
or the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality.
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Section C. Reporting Requirements

1.  Start-up Nofification

If the permittes will not discharge during the first 60 days following the effective date ol this per“mit. the permittes shall
notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division within 14 davs, and then o0 davs prior o
the commencement of the discharge.

2. DMR Submittal Requirements

Unless instructed on the effluent limits page to conduct retained self-monitoring. the permittee shall submit Discharge
Monitoring Report (DMR) forms to the PCS Unit, Surface Water Quality Division. Michigan Department of
Environmental Quality, P.O. Box 30273, Lansing, Michigan, 48909-7773. for each calendar month of tle authorized
discharge period(s). The DMRs shall be postmarked no later than the t0th dav of the month following each month of the
anthorized discharge period(s).

3. Retained Self-Monitoring Requirements

- If instructed on the effluent limits page to conduct retained self-monitoring, the permiitee shall maintain a vear-tc-date
log of retained self-monitoring results and, upon request, provide such log for inspection to the staff of the Surface Water
Quality Division, Michigan Department of Environmentai Quality (in the case of mobile home parks, campgrounds,
marinas and schools, to the staff of the Drinking Water and Radiclogical Protection Division -- Environmental Health,
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality, or, in the case of hospitals. nursing hemes and extended care facilities,
to the staff of the Division of Health Facility Services -- Health Facility Evaluation Section, Michigan Department of
Consumer and Industry Services). Retained self-monitaring results are public information and shall be promptly provided
to the public upon request.

The permittee shall certify, in writing, to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division, on or
before January 10th of each vear, that: 1) all retained self-nlonitoring requirements have been complied with and a
vear-to-date log has been maintained; and 2) the application on which this permit is based still accurately describes the
discharge.

4. Additional Monitoring by Permittee

[f the permittes monitors any pollutant at the location(s) designated herein more frequently than required by this permit,
using approved analytical methods as specified above, the results of such monitoring shail be included in the calculation
and reporting of the values required in the Discharge Monitoring Report. Such increased frequency shall also be
indicated. N

Monitoring required pursuant o Part 41 of the Michigan Act or Rule 35 of the Mobile Home Park Commission Act (Act
96 of the Public Acts of 1987) for assurance of proper facility operation shall be submitted as required by Lhe Department.

5. Compliance Dates Notification

Within 14 days of every compliance date specified tn this permit. the permittee shall submit a written notificaticn to the
Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division indicating whether or not the particular requirement
was accomplished. If the requirement was not accomplished, the notification shall include an explanation of the failure
to accomplish the requirement, actions taken or planned by the permittee to correct the situation, and an estimate of when
the requirement will be accomplished. If a written report is required to be submirtted by a specified date and the permittee
accomplishes this, a separate written notification is not required.
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Section C. Reporting Requirements

6. Noncompliance Notification

Compliance with all requirements set forth in the Federal Act. Parts 31 and 41 of the Michigan Act. and related
regulations and rutes 18 required. All instances of noncompliance shait be reported as follows:

a w - Any noncompliance which mayv endanger health or the environment (including daily
maximu discharge limitation exceedances) shall be reported. verbally, within 24 hours from the time the
permittee beeomes aware of the circumstances. A written submission shall also be provided within five (3) days.

b. other reporting - The permittee shall report. in writing, all other instances of noncempliance not described ina.
ahove ai the time monitoring reperts are submitted. or, in the case of retained self-monitoring. within five (3)
days from the time the permittee becomes aware of the noncompliance.

Written reporting shal include: 1} a description of the discharge and cause of noncompliance: and 2) the period of
noncompliance, including exact dates and times: or. if not corrected. the anticipated time the noncompliance is expected
to continue, and (he steps taken to reduce. eliminate and prevent recurrence of the noncomplying discharge.

7. Spill Nofification

The permittee shall ymmediately report any spill or loss of any product. by-product. intermediate product, oils, solvents,
waste material, or any other poliuting substance which occurs to the surface waters or groundwaters of the state by calling
the Depariment of’ Environmental Quality’s 24-hour Emergency Response telephone number, 1-800-292-4706 (calls from
out-of-state dial 1-317-373-8166); and within ten (10) days of the spill or loss. the permittee shall submit to the Marquette
' District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division a fult written explanation as to the cause and discovery of the
spill or loss, clean-up and recovery measures taken. preventative measures to be taken. and schedule of implementation.

8.  Upset Noncompliance Notification

If a process "upset” (defined as an exceptional incident in which there is unintentional and temporary noncompliance with
technology based permit effluent Hmitations because of factors bevond the reasonable control of the permirttee) has
occurred, the permittes who wishes to establish the affirmative defense of upset. shall notify the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Surtace Water Quality Division bv telephone within 24-hours of becoming aware of such conditions;
and within five (5) davs. provide in writing, the following information:

a. that an upsct occurred and that the permittee can identify the specific cause(s) of the upset:’
b. that the permitted wastewater treatment facility was. at the time, being properly operated; and
c. that the pcnnmcc has specified and taken action on all responsible steps to minimize or correct anv adverse

impact v the environment resulting from noncompliance with this permit.

In any enforcement proceedings. the permittee, seeking to establish the occurrence of an upset. has the burden of proof.
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Section C. Reporting Requirements

9.

d.

Bypass Prohibition and Notification

Bypass Prohibiticn - Bvpass is prohibited unless:

1y bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal injury. or severe property damage:

D there were no feasible alternatives to the bvpass. such as the use of auxiliary treatment facitities.
retention of untreated wastes, or maintenance during normal periods of equipment downtime. This condition is
not satisfied if adequate backup equipment should have'been insialled in the exercise of reascnable engineering
judgment to prevent a bypass: and

(3) the permittes submitted notices as required under %.b. or 9.c. below.

Notice of Anticipated Bypass - [f the permistes knows in advance of the need for a bypass. it shall submit prior
notice to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division. if possible at least ten davs
before the date of the bypass. and provide information about the anticipated bypass as required by the Marquette
District Supervisor. The Marguette District Supervisor may approve an anticipated bypass. after considering its
adverse effects, if it will meet the three conditions listed in 9.a. above.

Notice of Unaaticipated Bypass - The permittee shail submit notice to the Marquette District Superviser of the
Surface Water Quality Division of an unanticipated bypass by telephone at 906-228-6361 (if the notice is
provided after regular working hours. use the following number: [-800-292-4706) as soon as possibie. but no
later than 24 hours from the time the permittee becomes aware of the circumstances.

Written Report of Bypass - A written submission shall be provided within five (3) working davs of commencing
any bypass to the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Divisicn. and at additional times as
directed by the Marquette District Supervisor. The written submission shall contain a description of the bvpass
and its cause; the pericd of bypass, including exact dates and times, and if the bvpass has not been corrected. the
anticipated time it is expected to continue; steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence
of the bypass; and other information as required by the Marquette District Supervisor.

Bypass Not Exceeding Limitations - The permittee may allow any bvpass te occur which does not caunse effluent
limitations to be exceeded, but only if it also is for essential maintenance to assure efficient operation, These
bypasses are not subject to the provisions of 9.a.. 9.b., 9.¢c., and %.d., above. This provision does not relieve the
permittee of any notification responsibilities under Part I1.C.10. of this permit.

Definitions
(b Bypass means the intentional diversion of wasie streams from any portion of a treatment facility.
2) Severe property damage means subsiantial physical damage to property. damage to the treatment

facilities which causes them to become inoperable. or substantial and permanent loss of natural resources which
can reasonably be expected to occur in the absence of a bypass. Severe property damage does not mean
economic loss caused by delavs in preduction.
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10.  Changes in Discharge

The permittee shall notify the Marquette District Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Divisign. in svriting. within 14
days of knowing, or having reason to believe, that anv activity or change has occurred or will eccur which would result in
the discharge of: 1) detectable levels of chemicals on the current Michigan Critical Materials Register or priority
pollutants or hazardous substances set forth in 40 CFR 122.21. Appendix D. which were not acknowledged in the
application or listed in the application at less than detectabie levels; 2) detectable levels of any other chemical not listed
in the application or listed at less than detection, for which the application specificaliv requested information (The
detectable level shall be defined as the Methed Detection Limir{MDL) as given in Appendix B to Part 136. Federal
Register, Vol. 49, No. 209, October 26, 1984, pp. 43430-31.): or 3) any chemical at tevels greater than five times the
average level reported in the complete application submitted on March 23, 1993, Any other monitering results obtained
as a requirement of this permit shall be reported in accordance with the compliance schedules.

11.  Changes in Facility Operations

Any anticipated facility expansion. production increases, or process modification which will result in new. different. or
increased discharges of pollutants must be reported by submission of a new application to the Marquette District
Supervisor of the Surface Water Quality Division or, bv notice to the Marquette District Supervisor if the following
conditions are met: 1) the changes will not result in the discharge of wastewater not currently authorized or at volumes
greater than currently authorized by this permit: 2) the changes will not violate the effluent limitations specified in this
permit; and 3) the changes will not require notification pursuant to Part IL.C.10. Fellewing such netice. the permit may
be modified according to applicable laws and ruies to specify and limit any pollutant not previousty limited.

12.  Transfer of Ownership or Control

In the event of any change in control or ownership of facilities from which the authorized discharge emanates, the
permittee shall notify the succeeding owner or controller of the existence of this permit by letter. a copy of which shall be
forwarded to the Marquette District Superviser of the Surface Water Quality Division 30 davs prior to the actual transfer
of ownership or control. ’
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Section D. Management Responsibilities

I.  Duty to Comply

All discharges authorized herein shall be consistent with the terms and conditions of this permit. The discharge of any
pollutant identified in this permit more frequently than or at a level in excess of that authorized shall constitute a
violation of the permit.

It is the duty of the permittee to comply with all the terms and conditions of this permit. Any noncompliiance with the
Effluent Limitations, Special Conditions. or terms of this permiticonstitutes a violation of the Michigan Act and/or the
Federal Act and constitutes grounds for enforcement action: for permit termination. revocation and reissuance. or
modification; or denial of an application for permit renewal.

2.  Operator Certification

The permittee shall have the waste treatment facilities under direct supervision of an operator certified at the appropriate
level for the facility certification by the Michigan Department of Environmental Qualitv. as required by Secticns 3110
and 4104 of the Michigan Act.

3.  Facilities Operation

The permittee shail, at all times, properly operate and maintain all treatment or control facilities or svstems installed or
used by the permittee to achieve compliance with the terms and conditions of this permit. Proper operation and
maintenance includes adequate laboratory controls and appropriate quality assurance procedures,

4. Power Failures

In order to maintain compliance with the effluent limitations of this permit and prevent unauthorized discharges, the
permittes shall either:

a. provide an altemative power source sufficient to operate facilities uiilized by the permittee to maintain
compliance with the effluent limitations and conditions of this permit; or

b. upon the reduction, loss, or failure of one or more of the primary sources of power to facilities utilized by the
permitiee to maintain compliance with the effluent limitations and conditions of this permit. the permittee shall
halt, reduce or otherwise control production and/or all discharge in order to maintain compliance with the
effluent limitations and conditions of this permit.

5. Adverse Impact

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize any adverse impact to the surface waters or groundwaters of the
state resulting from noncompliance with any effluent limitation specified in this permit including, but not limited to, such
accelerated or additional monitoring-as necessary to determine the nature and impact of the discharge in nencompliance.

6. Containment Facilities

The permittee shall provide facilities for containment of any accidental osses of concentrated soluticns. acids, alkalies.
salts, oils, or other polluting materials in accordance with the requirements of the Part 3 Rules (Rules 323.1[51 through
323.1169 of the Michigan Administrative Code). For a POTW. these facilities shall be approved under Part 41 of the
Michigan Act.
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7. Waste Treatment Residues

Solids, sludges, biosolids, filter backwash. scrubber water or other pollutants resulting trom treatmient or control of
wastewaters shall be disposed of in an environmentally compatible manner and according to applicable laws and rules.
Such disposal shall not result in any uniaswful potlution of the air, surface waters ar groundwaters of the state.

8.  Right of Entry .

The permittee shall allow the Michigan Depariment of Environmental Qualitv. anv agent appointed by the Department or
the Regional Administrator, upon the presentation of credentials: '

a. to enter upon the permittes’s premises where an effluent source is located or in which any records are required to
be kept under the terms and conditions of this permit: and

b. at reasonable times to have access to and copy any records required to be kept under the terms and conditions of
this permit, to inspect process facilities, treatment works. monitoring methods and equipment regutated or
required under this permit: and to sample any discharge of pollutants.

9.  Availability of Reports

Except for data determined to be confidential under Section 308 of the Federal Act and Ruie 2128 (Rule 323.2128 of the
Michigan Administrative Code), all reports prepared in accordance with the termus of this permit shall be available for
public inspection at the offices of the Department and the Regional Administeator. As required by the Federal Act,
effluent data shall not be considered confidential, Knowingly making any false statement on any such repori may result
in the imposition of criminal penalties as provided for in Section 309 of the Federal Act and Sections 3112, 3113, 4106
and 4110 of the Michigan Act. ‘
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Section E. Activities Not Authorized by This Permit

1.  Discharge to the Groundwaters

This permit does not authorize any discharge to the groundwaters. Such discharge must be authorized by i groundwater
discharge permit issued pursuani to the Michigan Act.

2. Facility Construction

This permit does not authorize or approve the construction or modification of any physical structures or facilitics.
Approval for such construction for 2 POTW must be by permit issued under Part 41 ol the Michigan Act. Approval for
such construction for a mebile home park, campground or marira shall be from the Dronking Water and Radiological
Protection Division -- Envirenmentai Health, Michigan Department of Environmental Quality. Approval [or such
construction for a hospital, nursing home or extended care facility shall be from the Division of Health Facility
Services -- Health Facility Evalvatior Section. Michigan Department of Consumer and [ndustry Services upon request.

3. Civil and Criminal Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions on "Bypass" (Part ILC.Y. pursuant to 40 CFR 122 41{m)). nothing in this permit
shall be construed to relieve the permittes from civil or criminal penalties for noncompliance. whether or not such
noncompliance is due to factors bevond his control. such as accidents. equipment breakdowns. or labor disputes.

4. Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any legal action or relieve the permittes from any
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the permittee may be subject under Section 311 of the Federal Act except
as are exempted by federal regulations.

5. State Laws

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of anv legal action or relieve the permittee from any
responsibilities, liabilities. or penalties established pursuant to any applicabie state law or regulation under authority
preserved by Section 510 of the Federal Act.

6. Property Rights

The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights in either real or personal property. or any exclusive
privileges, nor does it authorize violation of any federal. state or local laws or regulaticns. nor does it obviate the
necessity of obtaining such permits or approvals from other units of government as may be required by law,
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INTRODUCTION
Manistique Papers operates a paper mill in the City of Manistique. The mill produces a variety of specialty
paper products using 100% recycled paper as stock. The mill operates a primary and secondary wastewater treatment

facility which treats all process wastewater produced within the mill.

The RMA has been authorized to accept the mill’s residuals pursuant to its historical and current Naticnal
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)(permit number MI0003 166) permit. Residuals from the wastewater
treatment facility are dewatered prior to placement in the company’s owned and operated residuals management area
(RMA). Placement of the residuals in the RMA began in 1973 near the south boundary of the RMA and progressed

to the north.

DESCRIPTION OF RMA

The 230 acre RMA is located about one (1) mile north of the City of Manistique in the E 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of
Sec. 36, T42N, R16W, Hiawatha Township, Schoolcraft County. In addition the RMA is located about one mile east
of M-94, with access provided by the Frankovich Road. Figure 1 is a location map of the RMA. The area is very flat
with an elevation change of less than 10 feet over the entire 45 acres that are within the RMA boundary. The ground
surface slopes slightly to the north - northeast at between 0.5% and 1,0%. The RMA has been considered suitable for
placement of the paper mill's residuals in a Department of Natural Resource's evaluation of the site.

The RMA is situated within a tract of land comprising over 1,000 acres owned by Manistique Papers, Inc.

Adjacent landowners are the State of Michigan and private ownership.



SITE MANAGEMENT

The RMA is under the ownership and direct control of Manistique Papers, Inc. Paper mill staff ar at the site
at all times of regular operation. Truck drivers are responsible for supervising the tipping of individual loads of
residuals and the dozer operator visits the site as necessary to inspect the overall operation and to spread, compact and
level the residuals. The dozer operator is responsible for inspecting fences and monitoring wells, general site

maintenance and the implementation of necessary maintenance and repair.

If a truck driver notices anything unusual at any time during the regular delivery of residuals to the RMA,
he/she is required to immediately report the situation to the shift manager on duty and to follow up with 2 written

report and/or a work order to make sure the work is completed. if needed.

OPERATIONS

The facility is operated seven days per week, 24 hours per day, except for brief periods of mill shutdowns,

during which residuals are not generated.

Residuals are delivered to the RMA in trucks owned and operated by MPI. The entrance to the RMA is
equipped with an electrically operated gate. Each truck has a remote control for the gate and the driver is responsible
for opening and closing the gate during each delivery to the area. The driver proceeds to an active filling area that is
designated by the dozer operator according to the general site plan. The load is dumped as close as possible to the
edge of the active work areas, without endangering the worker and/or equipment. Loads are progressively placed
along the active work face. The dozer operator spreads, compacts and shapes the residuals as necessary to achieve the

nal elevations for the RMA.



As the residuals are spread and compacted, the goal is to maintain slopes that are stable and allow for safe
travel of the transport and on site vehicles. The vertical and horizontal extent of placement is periodically measured
and documented on an as-built drawing of the areas.

Operation of the RMA requires the following equipment items:

° Track dozer for spreading and compaction of residuals alr\_1d road maintenance.

° Rubber tire loader for road maintenance, movement of residuals and road construction materials around the

site and snow removal.

° Dump truck for hauling of road building materials to stock piles near the operating area and for

transporting the dozer to and from the RMA,

[e]

Trailer mounted road sander for ice control on roads within the RMA
Back up and replacement equipment is available at all times from MPI, equipment dealers and from local

contractors.

RMA ACCESS AND SECURITY

Access to the RMA is from the Frankovich Road which is located off M-94 about one mile north of
Manistique. On-site haul roads are construcied as necessary to provide access to the active work areas. Gravel and

rock from off site locations is used to construct these roads which provide site access during all weather conditions.

Since hauling takes place 24 hours a day, permanent lighting is installed to provide safe operating conditions
during non-daylight hours. A teleplione is also located at the RMA to aliow communication with the mill and, if

necessary, local law enforcement officials.



Access to the RMA is restricted by fencing and natural barriers consisting of vegetation and ditches. The only
access to the RMA is through an electrically operated gate at the south entrance off the Frankovich Road and a

manually operated gate along the north side of the RMA., These gates are locked at all times.

REVEGETATION

Areas that have either reached their final elevation or wiII‘ not receive additional residuals for an extended
period are graded smooth and vegetative growth is established either by natural means or through plantings. Studies
are periodically conducted and test plots are established to determine the most appropriate means of establishing
vegetative cover. MSU Co-operative Extension Service, the USDA and Michigan Technological University have
performed these studies and provided recommendations for revegetating the RMA. Approximately 30 percent of the

entire RMA surface area has vegetation established.

RMA MAINTENANCE

RMA maintenance activities consist of road maintenance, snow removal, dust control, and fence maintenance.
These activities are the responsibility of the dozer operator who can request assistance from the mill on an as needed

basis.

NOISE CONTROL

Because of the large amount of adjacent land owned by the miil, the fact that there is only one home within 1/2

mile of site and bulldozing operations are limited to daylight hours, noise is not a problem at the RMA.



DESCRIPTION OF MILL RESIDUALS

All material being placed at the RMA consists of dewatered paper mill residuals from the mill's waste water
treatment system. The material is dewatered with filter presses which increase the solids content of the residuals
prior to being loaded directly into trucks for hauling to the RMA. There is no provision for storage of dewatered
residuals at the mill prior to transport to the RMA. Filtrate from th§ presses is returned to mill sewers for processing

at the wastewater treatment plant. All other materials originating from within the mill requiring disposal are removed

from the mill property by commercial haulers for disposal at off-site licensed facilities.

Closed circuit television provides continuous monitoring of residual as they are being loaded into trucks. Each
load of residuals is weighed on the mill's scale and the weight is recorded on daily operational reports along with the
percentage of dry solids. This information is used to calculate the tons of residuals on both a wet weight and dry
weight basis. A comparison of wet weight of restduals to truck volume is performed penodically and used to calculate

the loose volume of residuals. The inventory of residuals production and disposal is included in Appendix A.

MONITORING SYSTEM

Waste characterization of residuals is performed at least annually in accordance with the Michigan Act. Part
115, Rule 118. A copy of the most recent waste characterization testing is included in APPENDIX B,

The current monitoring system for the RMA consists of:

° Quarterly sampling of monitaring wells.

? Quarterly sampling of the Manistique River and Gould's Slough.

Test results from these monitoring programs are provided to the Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality, Surface Water Quality Division. Test results from the last four quarterly sampling events are included in

Appendix C.



MANISTIQUE PAPER'S INC.

1996 Residuals handling {Solids} January | February March April May June July August | Sepiember | Ociober | November | December Total Average
total loads/month 663 655 782 674 638 661 614 716 626 614 613 564 7821 651.8

Ave loads/day 21 23 25 22 21 22 20 23 21 20 20 18 257 214

total wet ton to RMA / month 88793 | 8910.4 | 10230.9] 91922 | B995.4 | 92551 | 95661 ] 105300] 97162 93105 | 898541 837891 111953.4; ©32956
Ave wet ton/day 286.4 307.3 330.0 306.4 250.2 3085 308.6 339.7 3238 300.3 2996 270.3 3671.2 305.9
Loose volume (cyd)/day 381.9 409.7 440.0 408.5 386.9 411.3 411.4 452.9 431.8 400.5 3995 360.4 4894.8 407.9
parcent solid 42.1% 41.8% 41.0% 41.1% 42.8% 43.0% 42.2% 41.6% 41.7% 40.5% 41.0% 42.9% 501.7 41.8%

total dry ton to RMA 3738.0) 3726.0] 4193.2| 37804 38672 39861 ) 40604 ) 4390.1 | 40572 ] 38661 | 36825| 35984 469756 39148
Ave dry lon/day 1206 128.5 135.3 126.0 124.7 1329 131.0 1416 135.2 125.7 1228 116.1 1540.3 128.4
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MANISTIGQUE PAPERS, INC.

453 8. MACKINAC AVE. « MANISTIGUE, Mi 49854
906-341-2175  FAX# 906-341-5635

May 20, 1994

RECEIVED
Mr. Ronald Raisanen
Environmental Quality Analyst
Surface Water Quality Division
Michigan Department of Natural Resourcsas ~ .
1990 U.S. 41 South Surface Water Guality Dy,
Merquette, MI 4%855-9131

MaY 231994

Dear Ron:

We have performed our annual review of our PERM (Program for Effective
Rasiduals Management) in accordance with our NPDES Permit (MI0003166). There are

no changes to our PERM which was mosk recently reviewed and updated in August, 1993.
{copy attached)

In acrordance with the "Monitoring System” discussed on page 7 of the PERM,
we have collected additiconal data with regavds to the waste characteristics and
permeability of our residuals since cur last submittal. This data, along with all
previous data, is presented in our "Petition To Designate A Solid Waste As An Ioert
Material” which is currently under review by your department.

Please accept this notification as fulfilling our respomsibility to perform
an annual review of cur PERM.

Sincerely,

MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.

Y
Jamés Cook

Waste Treatment Supervisor
JC/mm]

Encl

ce:  Dennis Bittner
Leif Christensen
Jason Panek
Claudia Rast
File

SUBSIDIARY CF KRUGER, INC.



MANISTIGUE PRPARPERS, INC.

453 S. MACKINAC AVE. « MANISTIQUWE, Ml 42854
8906-341-2175 FAX # 906-341-5835

FROGRAM FOR EFFECTIVE RESIDUALS MANAGEMENT

(PERM)

May 1994

SHRSINARY OF KRIIGFR INC



MANISTIQUE PAPERS, IHNC.
PROGRAM FOR EFFECTIVE RESIDUALS MANAGEMENT (PERM)

May 1994

INTRODUCTION

Manistique Papers operates a paper mill in the City of Manistigue. The
mill produces & variety of specilslty paper products using 100% recycled paper
as stock. The mill operates a primary and secondary wastewater treatment

facility which treats all process wastewater produced within the mill.

Siudge residuals from the wastewater treatment facility are dewatered and
then placed in a company owned and operated residuals management area (RMA).
Waste placement begen in 1973 near the south boundary of the RMA and progressed
to the north, a distance of about 1,600 feet. This area ranged in width from
600 feet to 900 feet wide and covered an area of spproximately 30 acres. This
initial waste placement averaged approximately 5 feet in depth. The placement
of these paper mill residuals wes completed in about 1976 and since that time
all material has been depcsited on top of this initial lift of material.
Authorization to use the RMA for this purpose is contained in the company's

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit number MI0003166.

DESCRIPTION OF RMA

The 230 acre RMA is Jocated about ome (1) mile north of the City of

Manistigue in the E 1/2 of the SW 1i/4 of Sec. 36, T42ZN, RieW, Hiawatha



Township, Schoolcraft County. In addition the RMA is located about one mile
east of M-94, with access provided by the Frankovich Road. Figure 1 is a
location map of the RMA. The area is very flat with an elevation change of
less than 10 feet over the entire 45 acres that are within the RMA boundary.
The ground surface slopes slightly to thg north - northeast at between 0.5% and
1.0%. The RMA is considered suitable for disposal of the paper mill's
residuals end is the acreage specified in the Scheolcraft County Solid Waste

Management Plan (June 1993) and in a Department of Natural Resource's

evaluation of the site.

The RMA is situated within approximately 480 acres owned by Manistique
Papers, Inc. Landowners adjacent to the entire 480 acre parcel are the State
of Michigan to the north and northeast, Manistique Area Schools to the

southeast and private ownership to the south and west.

Surface drainage across the RMA is to the east and northeast towards
Gould's Slough (Creek), a tributary to the Manistique River. Gould's Slough
has the physical characteristics of a creek before it converges-with the
Manistique River. Downstream from the confluence of these streams, and about
1.5 miles east of the site, an extensive marshy area, also known as Gould's
Slough, is located along the Manistique River before it converges with the

Indian River. These streams flow in a general southerly directicen.

Water surface elevations in the saturated zone in the soil layer between
the ground surface and the shallow bedrock show that surface water is also

moving in & northeasterly direction with venting to Gould's Slough and the
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Manistique River. MWanistique Papers owns all property between the RMA and the

Manistique River, including Gould's Slough.

SITE MANAGEMENT

The RMA is under the ownership and direct control of Manistique Papers,
Inc., Paper mill staff is at the site at all times of regular operation. Truck
drivers &re responsible for supervising the tipping of individual loads of
paper mill residuals and the dozer operator will visit the site as necessary to
inspect the overall operation and to spread, compact and level the residuals.
The dozer operator is responsible for inspecting fences and monitoring wells,

general site maintenance and the implementation of necessary maintenance and

repair.

If a truck driver notices anything unusual at any time during the regular
delivery of a residuals to the RMA, he/she is required to immediately report
the situation to the shift manager on duty and to follow up with a work order

to make sure the work is completed.

OPERATIONS

The facility is operated seven days per week, 24 hours per day. The only
exception to this 1s during scheduled mill shut downs where residuals may not

be generated for a period of time.



Residuals are delivered to the RMA in trucks owned and operated by MPI.
The entrance to the RMA is equipped with an electrically operated gate. Each
truck has a remote control for the gate and the driver is responsible for
opening and closing the gate during each delivery to the area. The driver
proceeds to an active filling area that is designated by the dozer operator
according to the gemeral site plan. The load is dumped as close as possiblie to
the edge of the active work areas, without endangering the worker and/or
equipment. Loads are progressively dumped along the active work face. The
dozer operator spreads, compacts and shapes the material as necessary to

achieve the final design elevations for the RMA.

As the residualé are spread and compacted, the finished face of the RMA
slopes upward in & northerly direction at approximately 15%. The goal is to
keep the slope as steep as possible and at the same time, maintain slopes that
are stgble and will allow for safe travel of the transport and on-site
vehicles. The vertical and horizontal extent of filling is periodically

measured and documented on an as-built drawing of the areas.

EQUIPHENT

Operation of the RMA requires the following equipment items:

® Track dozer for spreading and compaction of residuals and road

maintenance.

® Rubber tire loader for road maintenance, movement of waste and road



construction materials around the site and snow removal.

Dump truck for hauling of road bullding materials to stock piles near

the operating ares and for transporting the dozer to and from the RMA,

-

Trailer mounted road sander for ice contrel on roads within the RMA.

Back up and replacement equipment is available at sll times from MPI,

equipment dealers in Escanabs or Marquette and from local contractors.

SITE ACCESS AND SECURITY

Access to the zite is from the Frankovich Road which is located off M-94
about one mile north of Manistique. On-site haul rcads are constructed as
necessary to provide access tc the active tipping &reas. Gravel and rock from
off site locations is used to construct these roads which provide site access

during &ll wyeather conditions.

Since hauling takes place 24 hours a day, permanent lighting is installed
to provide safe operating conditions during non-daylight hours. A telephone is
alsoc located at the RMA to allow communication with the mill and, if necessary

local law enforcement officisls.

Access to the RMA is restricted by fencing and natural barriers consisting

of vegetation and ditches. The only access to the RMA is through an



electrically operated gate at the south entrance off the Framkovich Road. The

gate is locked at all times.

REVEGETATION

=

Areas that have either reached their final plan elevation or will not
receive additional residuals for an extended period are graded smooth and
vegetative growth is established either by natural means or through plantings.
Studies are periodically conducted and test plots are established to determine
the most appropriate means of estgblishing vege?ative cover. MSU Co-operative
Extension Service, the USDA and Michigan Technological University have
performed these studies and provided recommendations for revegetating the RMA.

Approximately 50 percent of the entire RMA surface area has vegetation

established.

SITE MAINTENANCE

Site maintenance activities consist of road maintenance, snow removal,
dust control, femce maintenance and removal of litter. These activities are

the responsibility of the dozer operator who can request assistance from the

Eill on an a&s needed basis.

NOISE CONTROL

Because of the large amount of adjacent land owned by the mill, the fact
that there is only one home within 1/2 mile of site and bulldozing operations

are limited to daylight hours, noise is not a problem at the RMA.



DESCRIPTION OF MILL RESIDUALS

All materiesl being placed at the KMA consists of dewatered paper mill
residuals from the mill's waste water treatment system. The material is
dewatered with two Parksom belt filter presses which increase the solids
content of the residuals prior to being loaded into trucks for hauling to the
RMA. Filtrate from-the presses are returned to wmill sewers for processing at

the wastewater treatment plant.

All other residual originating from within the mill are removed from the
mill property by commercial haulers for disposal at off-site licensed
facilities. Closed circuit television provides continuous monitoring of
residual as they are being lcaded into trucks. Each load of residuals is

weighed on the mill's scale and the weight is recorded on daily operational

reports.

MONITORING SYSTEM

A monitoring system consisting of three major components has been

established for the RMA. This consists of

° Quarterly sampling of monitoring wells.

[+

Quarterly sampling of the Manistique River and Gould's Slcugh.

® Periodic waste characterization testing of the residuals.

Test results from these monitoring programs are provided to the Michigan

Department of Natural Resources, Surface Water Quality Division.



MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.

453 8. MACKINAC AVE. « MANISTIGUE, M| 489854
906-341-2175  FAX # 906-341-56835

Mr. Ronald Raisanen . o CEINE
Envirenmental Quality Analyst '
Surface Water Quality Division 4 e
Michigen Department of Natural Resources Az tm e
31930 U.5. 41 South

Marquette, Mi 49855-9131

. P, .
Gurface Water Quality v,

RE: Manistique Papers, Inc. NPDES No. MIGQ03166
Revised PERM

Dear Mr. Raisanen:

In response to your July 15, 1993 letter I am hereby forwarding our updated
Program foxr Effective Residuals Management (PERM) dated August 1993,

If you hiave any questions or regquive further information please do not hesitate
0o contack me.

Sincerely,

MANISTIQUE PAPER3, INC.

James Cook

Waste Treatment Supervisor
P
JO fomn ]

nol

c: Tennis Bittner
Leif Christensen
Jascn FPanek
Cleudia Rast

[e !

SUBSIDIARY OF KRUGER, INC.



MANISTIQUE RPAPERS,

INC.
453 S. MACKINAC AVE. » MANISTIQUE, MI 49854
206-341-2175  FAX # 906-341-5635

= [ Q’E:( 'T‘}
RECEIVEL

PROGRAM FOR EFFECTIVE RESIDUALS MANAGEMENT

{ PERM)

AUGUST 1993

SUBSIDIARY OF KRUGER, INC.



RECEIVED

< e Wgter Quality
MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC. SJurface Wa «

PROGRAM FOR EFFECTIVE RESIDUALS MANAGEMENT (PERM)

AUGUST 1993

INTRODUCTION

Manistique Papers operates a paper mill in the City of Manistique. The
mill produces a variety of specialty paper products using 100% recycled paper
as stock. The mill operates a primary and secondary wastewater treatment

facility which treats all process wastewater produced within the mill.

Sludge residuals from the wastewater treatment facility are dewatered and
then placed in a company owned and operated residuals management area (RMA).
Waste placement began in 1973 near the south boundary of the RMA and progressed
to the north, a distance of about 1,600 feet. This area ranged in width from
600 feet to 900 feet wide and covered an area of approximately 30 acres. This
initial waste placement averaged approximately 5 feet in depth. The placement
of these paper mill residuals was completed in about 1976 and since that time
all material has been deposited on top of this initial 1ift of material.
Authorization to use the RMA for this purpose is contained in the company's

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit number MI0003166.

DESCRIPTION OF RMA

The 230 acre RMA is located about ome (1) mile north of the City of

Manistique in the E 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 36, T42N, R16W, Hiawatha

Page 1



Township, Schoolcraft County. In addition the RMA is located about one mile
east of M-94, with access provided by the Framkovich Road. Figure 1 is a
location map of the RMA. The area is very flat with an elevation change of
less than 10 feet over the entire 45 acres that are within the RMA boundary.
The ground surface slopes slightly to the north - northeast at between 0.5% and
1.0%. The RMA is considered suitable for disposal of the paper mill's
residuals and is the acreage specified in the Schoclcraft County Solid Waste
Management Plan (June 1993) and in a Department of Natural Resource's

evaluation of the site.

The RMA is sitwated within approximately 480 acres owned by Manistique
Papers, Inc. Landowners adjacent to the entire 480 acre parcel are the State
of Michigan to the north and northeast, Manistique Area Schools to the

southeast and private ownership to the south and west.

Surface drainage across the RMA is to the east and northeast towards
Gould's Slough (Creek), a tributary to the Manistique River. Gould's Slough
has the physical characteristics of a creek hefore it converges with the
Manistique River. Downstream from the confluence of these streams, and about
1.5 miles east of the site, an extensive marshy area, also known as Gould's
Slough, is located along the Manistique River before it converges with the

Indian River. These streams flow in a general southerly direction.
Water surface elevations in the saturated zone in the soil layer between

the ground surface and the shallow bedrock show that surface water is also

moving in a northeasterly direction with venting to Gould's Slough and the

Page 2
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Manistique River. Manistique Papers owns all property between the RMA and the

Manistique River, including Gould's Slough.

SITE MANAGEMENT

The RMA is under the ownership and direct control of Manistigque Papers,
Inc. Paper mill staff is at the site at all times of regular operation. Truck
drivers are responsible for supervising the tipping of individual loads of
paper mill residuals and the dozer operator will visit the site as necessary to
inspect the overall operation and to spread, compact and level the residuals.
The dozer operator is responsible for inspecting fences and monitoring wells,
general site maintenance and the implementation of necessary maintemnance and

repaijr.

If a truck driver notices anything unusual at any time during the regular
delivery of a residuals to the RMA, he/she is required to immediately report
the situation to the shift manager on duty and to follow up with a work order

to make sure the work is completed.

OPERATIONS

The facility is operated seven days per week, 24 hours per day. The only
exception to this is during scheduled mill shut downs where residuals may not

be generated for a period of time,

Page 3



Residuals are delivered to the RMA in trucks owned and operated by MPI,
The entrance to the RMA is equipped with an electrically operated gate. Each
truck has a remote control for the gate and the driver is responsible for
opening and closing the gate during each delivery to the area. The driver
proceeds to an active filling area that is designated by the dozer operater
according to the general site plan. Th; load is dumped as close as possible to
the edge of the active work areas, without endangering the worker and/or
equipment. Loads are progressively dumped along the active work face. The

dozer operator spreads, compacts and shapes the material as necessary to

achieve the final design elevations for the RMA.

As the residuals are spread and compacted, the finished face of the RMA
slopes upward in a northerly direction at approximately 15%. The goal is to
keep the slope as steep as possible and at the same time, maintain slopes that
are stable and will allow for safe travel of the transport and on-site
Vehicles; The vertical and horizontal extent of filling is periodically

measured and documented on an as build drawing of the areas.

EQUIPMENT

Operation of the RMA requires the following egquipment items:

® Track dozer for spreading and compaction of residuals and road

maintenance.

® Rubber tire loader for road maintenance, movement of waste and road

Page 4



construction materials around the site and snow remowval.

Dump truck for hauling of road building materials to stock piles near

the operating area and for transporting the dozer to and from the RMA.
Trailer mounted road sander for ice control on roads within the RMA,
Back up and replacement equipment is available at all times from MPI,

equipment dealers in Escanaba or Marquette and from local contractors.

SITE ACCESS AND SECURITY

Access to the site is from the Frankovich Road which is located off M-94
about one mile north of Manistique. On-site haul roads are constructed as
necessary to provide access to the active tipping areas. Gravel and rock from
off site locationms is used to construct these roads which provide site access

during all weather conditionms.

Since hauling takes place 24 hours a day, permanent lighting is installed
to provide safe operating conditions during non-daylight hours. A telephone is
also located at the RMA to allow communication with the mill and, if necessary

local law enforcement officials.

Access to the RMA is restricted by fencing and natural barriers

consisting of vegetation and ditches. The only access to the RAM is through an

Page b5



electrically operated gate at the south entrance off the Frankovich Road. The

gate is locked at all times.

REVEGETATION

Areas that have either reached the;r final plan elevation or will not
receive additional residuals for an extended period are graded smooth and
vegetative growth is established either by natural means or through plantings.
Studies are periodically conducted and test plots are established to determine
the most appropriate means of establishing vegetative cover. MSU Co-operative
Extension Service, the USDA and Michigan Technological University have
performed these studies and provided recommendations for revegetating the RMA.
Approximately 50 percent of the entire RMA surface area has vegetation

established.

SITE MAINTENANCE

Site maintenance activities consist of road maintenance, snow removal,
dust control, fence maintenance and removal of litter. These activities are
the responsibility of the dozer operator who can request assistance from the

mill on an as needed basis,

NOISE CONTROL

Because of the large amount of adjacent land owned by the mill, the fact
that there is only one home within 1/2 mile of site and bulldozing operatioms

are limited to daylight hours, ncise is not a problem at the RMA.

Page 6



DESCRIPTION OF MILL RESIDUALS

All material being placed at the RMA consists of dewatered paper mill
residuals from the mill's waste water treatment system. The material is
dewatered with two Parkson belt filter presses which increase the solids
content of the residuals prior to being loaded into trucks for hauling to the
RMA. Filtrate from the presses are returned to mill sewers for processing at

the wastewater treatment plant.

All other residual originating from within the mill are removed from the
mill property by commercial haulers for disposal at off-site licensed
facilities. Closed circuit television provides continuous monitoring of
residual as they are being loaded into trucks. ZEach load of residuals is

weighed on the mill's scale and the weight is recorded on daily operational

reports.

MONITORING SYSTEM

A monitoring system consisting of three major components has been

established for the RMA. This consists of

® Quarterly sampling of monitoring wells.

o

Quarterly sampling of the Manistique River and Gould's Slough.

® Periodic waste characterization testing of the residuals.

Page 7



RECEIVER JUL ¢y 1997

i j MANISTIQUE PAPERS, INC.

453 S, MACKINAC AVE. » MANISTIGUE, M 48854 « B06-341-2175

July 26, 1990

Mr. Ron Raisanen

Environmental Quality Analyst

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
1990 U.8. 41 South

Marquette, MI 498535

Dear Ron:

We have reviewed our annual review of our PERM (Program for Effective Residu-
als Management) in accordance with our NPDES Permit (MIO003156). There are no
changes to be made at this time.

Please accept this notification as fulfilling our responzlbiiity to perform
an. annual review of cur PERM.

Sincerely,

MANTSTIQUE PAPERS, INC.
7

ﬁ%’

Jdmes Cook
Waste Treatment Supervisor

JG:mlf

cc:  Leif Christensen
Ray Zimmerman
Dennis Bittner
File



RECEIVED Jul 1 3 1989

July 17, 1989

Mr. Ronald Raisinen

Env ironmental Quality Analyst
Michigan DNR

1990 U. S. 41 South
Marquette, Michigan 49855

RE: Manistigue Papers, Inc.
PERM Update

Dear Ron:

Manistique Papers, Inc.)s NPDES.-permit requires an annual update of its PERM.
I have reviewed current 3011id waste handling practices at the mill and have
determined that current practices substantially conform to the plan that was
most recently updated in July 1988. No changes to the mill's PERM are
required at this time. Please accept this letter as fulfilling Manistique
Paper's Inc's. responsibility for the annual PERM update.

If you have any questions, please call me or Jim Cook.
ing re1
Den 15 B1ttner P. E.
Project Manager

CC: Jim Cook

DBB/ sb




MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL REBOURCES

Marquette, Michigan
February 6, 198%

TO: Dave Dennig, Assist. Deputy Director
FROM: Robert Schmeling 1T, Regional Supexrvisor, WMD

SUBJECT: Manistigue Papers, Inc.
Schoolcraft County

This is in reference to the sludge disposal site operated by
Manistique Papers, Inc., leccated two and a half miles north of
the City of Manistique in Section 36, T42N, R16W.

Based on our September 1, 1988, meeting with Company officials
and Department staff, a September 15, 1988 letter was submitted
to Mr. Jogseph Polito on behalf of the Companv. The following
outline is an informal response to Mr. Polito's September 153,
1988 letter.

A) Is the disposal site regulated under their NPDES Permit.
R ke

Per interoffice memo from Joan Peck, Groundwater Permit
Section, following discussions with Dennis Drake, WMD
Lansing, it was determinsd that their NPDES Permit regulates
the disposal of the sludges generated by Manistigue Papers,
Inc.

Therefore, the facility will be controlied under the

Company's NPDES Permit. Upon the expiration (199%0) of their
.o, current NPDES Permit, the facility will have to comply with
<~ Act 641, P.A. 1978. This was communicated to Mr. Jack

e Rydquist, SWQD, per January 6, 1989, memo from Robert

Schmeling I1, WMD. A fcollow-up letter {rom Steve Casey,
SWQD, to the Company, indicated that upon expiration of

\ gl/y, their existing NPDES Permit, the facility would have to
x}/// comply with the reguirements of Act 641.
~

R} Other points:

1. 307 Listing: See attached letter dated Octeber 11,

1988, from Steve Harrington to the Companv, addressing this
point.
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2.

Inert classification:

In order for the Waste Evaluation

Section to complete their evaluation of the waste material,
the following additional information needs to be submitted
by the Company.

A. A list of ingredients used in the process to
produce the sludges and ash or material safety data
sheets for the ingredients used.

B. Total metal analyses, PCB, and EP toxic analyses on
a representative number of samples. One sample is
insufficient unless they can demonstrate the waste
stream is homogeneocus. Material safety data sheets or
other infermation may be used to demonstirate the waste
stream is homogeneous. Material safety data sheets or
other information may he used to demonstrate the
material does not contain metals, PCB's or other
organics (if this is the case) in lieu of the chemical
analyses.

C. A list of the test method used and guality
assurance and quality control data from the laboratory.

At any rate, it is important to note that =ach one of these
options will require a demonstration that the wastes are
non-hazardous. This has not yet been done.

3.

Based on our review and conversations with Lansing
staff, I do not feel that the existing sludge can be
used in computing the required four foot isocolation
distance for a type III disposal area. The only
exception is if the material can be designated as
inert.

A variance from the requirement of Act 641, P.A. 1978,
as amended, per Rule 299.4108(2), a request for a
variance for a facility existing before January 11,
1879, shall be in writing and shall accompany the
application for an operating license together with the
justification for the variance.

Also, per Rule 299.4108(6), the director may wave the
specifications of R299.4306, R299.4307 or R292.4310(3)
and (4} under exception circumstances considering only
the following factors: (a) unique hydrogeological
situations, [(b) the unusual nature of a spscific waste
with limited potential for environmental damage. T
don't believe such a situation exists at this facility.
At least the company has not shown one to exist.
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To the best of my knowledge, I am not aware of anvy variance being
granted by the Director for facilities located in Region I.

Paper nmill wastes generated/disposed of in Region I are
landfilled at a minimum type III solid waste disposal sites,

In addition, based on monitoring data submitted by the Company,
it appears that that facility is having an impact on the
groundwaters, thus the environment.

Per Rule 299.4302, existing facilities, review, (1) Engineering,
hvdrogeologic evaluations and surface and groundwater monitoring
program for existing sanitary landfills ... to assure compliance
with these rules as required by Section 14(2) of the Act,

lead to compliance within a reasonable time period not extending
beyond September 1, 1984. Also, per Rule 295.4302(2) if
groundwater does exceed the standards as the result cof the

operation, the applicant shall bear the responsibility for
remedial action.

A construction permit would probably not be reguired, but unless
the material is classified as inert and the company can explain
why the groundwater being affected by the existing site is not a
violation of Act 641, per Rule 299.4306(2), the facility would
regquire an Act 641 license and possible remedial action,

In conclusion, based on the information WMD has received so far,
I would recommend that Manistique Papers, Inc., close this
existing facility under the requirements of Act 641, and design
and build a new disposal and/or use an existinag licensed Act 641
facility in the area.

If you have any questions, please see me.

kst

Attachment



MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Marquette, Michigan @
January 6, 1989 ﬂ%
£
TO: Jack Rydguist, Supervisor, SWQD |
|
|
FROM: Robert Schmeling IT, Régéona Supervisor, WMD
&Zz&ﬁiaﬁ SLE—4 ¢4_7~?"

SUBJECT: Manistigue Papers, Inc.,
: Disposal Site, Schoolcraft County

Based on the attached memo from Joan Peck, WMD in Lansing, the
above referenced site is exempt from regulaticn under Act 641,
P.A. of 1978, and is regulated under their NPDES permit.

As a result of this decision and cur discussion, T bhelisve |
Surface Water Quality Division would be responsible for review |
and approval of this sludge dispcsal site. If you have any

guestions, please see me.

kst
Attachment

cc: Frank Opolka
David Dennis
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FROM:

Nevember 22, 1988

Rob Schmeling, Supervisor
Marquette Distriet
Waste Management Division

Joan Peck, Chief .§ .

Groundwater Permits Section
Waste Management Division

SUBJECT: Manistique Papers, Ine¢., Schooleraft County

The following are my comments$ on the August 18, 1988 letter regarding
Manigtique Papers, Inc,:

1.

After review of the PERM and following digcussions with Dennis

Drake, I agree that the PERM approved im 1980 as part of their NPDES -

permit regulates the disposal of the siudges and, theraefore, exempts

them from regulation under Act 641, Thiz assumes that they submit -

annual notification of PERM updates as required im the NPDES permit;'-:i

If there is grodndéa:er contamination at the aispoaal area, actiom .

must be taken to remediate the situation regardless of whether they
have an approved PERM. Also, this would be justification to revise
the PERM and require disposal of the gludges elsewhere if necessary.

I believe there are several options available to Hanistique Paperg, Ine.
for disposal of these sludges. They are as folloya:

1.

2.

The waste can be disposed at a properly licensed landfill under
Act 641 (this assumes they are not hazardous under Act 64).

The company camn pursue a PERM to have the wastas applied ro land
at agronomic rates. Additional analyses on total metal and total
organic content ¢of the waste would be required. 4lso, an EP toxic

test to determine if the wastes are hazardous would be necessary as
well.
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3. The company can pursue a designation of inertaness under Act 641.

The

A,

Ty

Co

additional information needed is:

A 1ist of ingredients used in the process to produce the

sludges and ash or materizl safety data shests for the
ingredients used,

Total metal analyses, PCB, and EP toxic analyses on a
representative number of samples. One sampie is insufficient
unless they can demonstrate the waste stream is homegeneous.
Materizal safety data sheets or other information may be used to
demonstrate the marerial does not contain metals, PCB's or
other organies (if this is the case) in lieu of the chemical

.analyses,

A list of the test methods used and quality assurancs and
quality control data from the laboratory.

At any rate, it is important to wnote that each one of these options will
require a demonstration that the wastes are non~hazardous. This has not
yet been done. .

i

-

Pleage contact me if you have any gquastieons.

ce: Frank Opolka, Deputy Director
Jack Rydquist, SWQD
Scott Ross, WMD
Jim Janiczek, WMD
Dale Brockway, WMD
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July 20, 1988

Mr. Steve Casey, P. E.
Michigan DNR

1990 U. S. 41 South
Marquette, Michigan 46855

RE: Manistique Paper's
PERM Update

Dear Steve:

In accordance with Manistique Paper's Inc. NPDES permit, we are furnishing
this update of the facility's PERM which was originally accepted Dy your
department in 1681.

The major activity which has taken place since the last update is the
completion of the hydrogeological study at the site, which was originaitly
requested by your divisicn and which was also listed as a condition of the
permit. This study was submitted toc the Department and is currently under
review by tne Waste Management Division. The report presents a lot of
background information regarding the site and its current operation.

The following comments are directed at updating specific information that was
provided in the original PERM but is no longer valid.

1. The Mi11 discontinued its groundwogd operaticn a few years
back so there is no longer any solid waste contribution
from barking and other wood handling operations at the
Ml

2. The Mill currently.uses belt filters tc dewater sludge as
opposed to vacuun filters as stated in the PERM,

3. The current daily siudge volume is approximately 350 cubic
yards, conpared to 240 cubic yards as previcusly reported,

! 1088

614 LUDINGTON STREET ESCANABA, MICHIGAN 49829 o 906-789-1571 B




TO: Manistique Papers Inc. File
FROM: Steve Casey
DATE: March 31, 1986

SUBJECT: PERM Meeting - March 27, 1986

Attendees: Leif Christensen, Grim Grimnes, Jim Cook and 3 Landfill
Operators - Manistique Papers, Inc.; Joe Bal - U.P. Engineers
(for Dennis Bittner}; Robert Schmeling, Jack Rydquist,
Steve Casey - MDNR

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss compliance with the milis'
NPDES permit requirement to update their Program for Effective Residuals
Management (PERM).

Leif opened the meeting by stating

(1) The current method of sludge disposal was approved prior to the
advent of Act 641.

(2) The local health department has approved the use of the mills' sludge
for landscaping.

(3) Since the mill uses recycled paper, they are responsible for greatly
reducing the volume of solid waste which must be landiilled.

(4) Repeated MDNR (Surface Water Quality Division) testing has shown the
mills' effluent and sludge to be clean.

He then asked what happens after the leachate analysis and hydro-geo are
complete.

[f these show that there is no groundwater contamination and that the solid
waste is "Type III", then the mill should apply for a construction permit-
license for a Type IIl landfill under Act 641. If the current site/operating
procedures are acceptabie under Act 641, then the licensing of the Tlandfill
will begin with the submission of a construction permit application.

Leif informed Joe Bal that U.P. Engineering will be retained to represent
the mill in this matter. Joe said that Dennis Bittner will submit a proposed
work plan for MDNR approval within 30 days.

Rob Schmeling discussed isolation distance to groundwater requirements. If
the solid waste stream qualifies as Type III, and there is no groundwater
contamination on site, then the existing site may be used in the future even
if the four foot isolation distance was not initially present. Any expansion
into new area(s) will have to meet the requirements of isolation under Act 641.

The possibility of PCB contamination was discussed. Some sampling of the
existing landfill contents for PCB's will be required. The Tandfill was
started in approximately 1973. The MDNR sampied the mill effluent in 1973



